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ABSTRACT 


This paper studies the major demographic trends 
for Calcutta metropolitan area and the core Gity for the 
period 1951-1932. It has been observed that the suburban 
growth has accelerated and the growth of resident population 
in the city has almost come to a halt. Second, suburban 
growth has a southward thrust. Third, suburban growth is 
concentrated within the 20 km. radius from the centre, 
Fourth, apart from the natural increase, the suburban 
population increase is contributed mainly by within-state 
rural-urban migration, migration from East Bengal (now 
Bangladesh) and out-migration from Calcutta city. Fifth, the 
process of gentrification of the inner city has started. 


A significant part of the suburban population live 
in non-municipality areas which are mostly unplanned and 
lack the minimum urban facilities. While the process of 
suburban growth cannot be contained, priority should be given 
to a planned suburban development, 





The authors benefited from the comments of Professor Biplab 
Dasgupta on an earlier version of the paper, and, also 
indebted to Ms. Anjusree Chakrabcrty of Centre for Studies 
in Social Sciences, for her comments on ward level analysis. 
However, the authcrs themselves ere responsible for any 
remaining error. 
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Il. Introduction 

7 Calcutta Stagnating? Looking at the growth of 
inhabitants in the. city of Calcutta tris- Might be the 
conclusion one would reach. The rate of growth of population 
in the city was 8.5 per cent for the decade 1951-61 and | 
7.6 per cent and A.D per cent respectively for 1961-71 
and 1971-81. But, going beyond the city of Calcutta 
(which is a Census defined urban unit which includes the 
aréa of the Calcutta Municipal Corporation and some of 
adjoining areas like Fort, Canals etc. outside of Corpora- 
tion! 8 jurisdiction) pnd taking the metropolitan growth of 
Calcutta into account, a different conclusion would be 
reached, Calcutta: Urben Agglomeration waich comprise tke 
50 ki. stretch of continuous vrban development almost 
linéarly along the river Boost ie, on both of its banks, 
had 'à more Steady growth} the growth rates being 28.1 ver 
cent, 0 per cent and 23.9 per cent, respectively, for 
these three decades. This incicates that the outlying areas 
experienced a faster growth compared to the core city. In 
other words Calcutta, like the metropolitan cities in the 
developed world, bas reached a svecific stage of metropolit- 
growth charactérised by & certrifugal movement of population 
from the core city to the suburban areas, Taking the wider 
territorial definition of Calcutta into account, there 15, 
«thus, no stagnation, 


It might be asked how and to what extent the 
agricultural backwardness and industrial stagnation in 
eastern India, its hinterland, has affected the demographic 
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growth of Calcutta Urban Agglomeration. When we compare 
` the growth of Calcutta Urban Agglomeration to that of 
greater Bombay,,, we find that the later. had much higher 
growth rates during these three decades, - 39.9 per cent 
for 1951-61, 43.8 per cent for 1961-71 and 33.1 per cent 
for جو قل‎ ne us مر‎ uated tees that, while making the 
population prediction for the Calcutta metropolis, the ` 
Basic Development Plan 1966-86 failed to anticipate the 
ensuing industrial stagnation in the region, the actual 
population of the metropolis in 1981 fell short of even 
the lower bound of the population predictions made in the 
plan.” ۱ g 
The stagnation of the core city and the dispersal ' 
of the population to the suburbs is by no means an unique 
experience of Calcutta. All over the world the growth of 
metropoliten cities shows some common features, With the 
increase in the size of the city, and the consequent ` 
expansion and concentration of various activities, for 
example, business, commerce and services, at the central 
place, the demand for land in the central part of the city 
increases. As a result, land price increases and low' 

value land-uses are replaced by high value land-uses. The. 
low rent residential dccommodation and industries requiring 
large space give way to high rent commercial centres, head 
offices of the banks and business firms, and high rent 
residential accommodation for the executives and businessmen. 
Thus, the metropolitan growth process is characterised by 
a decline or deceleration of growth of resident population 
in the central city and dispersion of the population to the 
outlying areas. However, the pressure on the civic Services 
in the central city increases rather than decréases despite 
Such decline of night population, because of a large 
increase in commutér population from the suburbs to the 
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` central city, for employment and various services, Who 
will move to the outlying &reas depends among other things 
‘on the mode of transport and^the facilities available in 
the outlying suburbs. For example, in USA, because of the 
highway System and the dominance of private motorised 
transport, the higher 226906 groups are more Tikety to 
move to the suburbs. ; 


In the less developed countries metropolitan growth 
ténds to take place under a different set of conditions, 
especially noteworthy being the relatively minor role played 
by private motorised transport and.the lack of development 
of civic facilities in the suburbs. Because of these the 
higher inc ote groups ‘tend stay in the central part of the 
city or in the developed areas close to it, while the 
middle and low income, people move to the unplanned suburbs 
which are bereft of civic facilities. This is not to say 
that lower income groups are totally abseñt in the central 
city, the squatter colonies end slums contain the population 
who providé various services to the higher income groups. 


We have already noted elsewhere that, compared 
to many other metropolitan cities in the world, Calcutta 
has a relatively recent origin, Apart from the core city, 
which was established nearly three centuries ago by the 
British traders, on the east bank of the Hooghly river, 
some of the other towns.in this area also owed their origin 
Fo tbe foreign settlers: Chandernagore (French), Hooghly 
(Dutch) and Serampore (Denish), all located on the west 
bank of the river. Water transport being the only economic 
mode of long-distance transport in those early days, 
wholesale trading flourished along the river routes centering 
round Calcutta port. In the second half of the 19th century, 


iva l 
when the juté industry was developed, this too was estab” 
lished-¢lose to these trading centres along the river banks. 
The railway linés laid during this. period ren parallel to 
the river Hooghly which connected- ‘the trading centres and 
the ` nills to the port. Over time these centres of trade and 
industry emerged as satellite towns to Calcutta closely 
linked to the Calcutta market and port.” 


By 1901 the area on which the present day Calcutta 
metropolis is located was dotted with 25 towns; of which 
16 including Calcutta were on the east benk and the rest.. 
on the west bank, Between 1901 and 1951, 12 more towns 
appeared; six of them, namely Champdani, Rishra, Konnagar, 
Khardaha (1921), Bauria and Uluberia (1951), were based 
.on jute mills; thé first three were formed by separating 
the jute mill areas from the existing municipalities. 

Of the remaining six two were special category towns 
(Ichhapore Defence Estate and Barrackpore Cantonment), 
one railway township (Kanchrapara) and'three more were 
Batanagar (based on: leather industry), Dum Dum and 
Halisahar, 


Of the 37 towns in 1951 five were cities or class 
I towns (100000 and above inhabitants), nine were class II 
towns (50000-99999), 14 were class 111 towns (20000-49999), 
eight were class IV towns (10000-19999) and only four were 
class V towns (5000-9999) (Table 1). These towns were more 
or less self-contained so far as employment and residence 
were concerned; suburban commutation was not very significant. 


The decade of the 1950s saw a number of changes, 
many of which followed from the partition of the country 
in 1947. The immigration of the displaced persons from 
East Bengal (East Pakistan/ Bangladesh) reached its peak 
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ring 1950- 51 and continued with varying intensity certainly‏ 


«pto 1971. A large number of them occupied lands and set 

up unauthorised refugee colonies, while many government 7 
sponsored 6 colonies were set up, mostly in the 
periphery of Calcutta. Thus in the 1950s there was an 
exogenous growth of suburban population of Calcutta, which 
resulted in the development of a number of small towns. 

In 1961 in the Calcutta metropolitan area there were 72 ۰ 
nine class I towns or cities, 11 class II towns, 16 class 
TIL towns, 12 class IV towns, 18 class V towns (5000-9999) 
end six class VI towns (below 5000). The development of 
new small towns in the outlying areas of Calcutta continued 
when in the successive decades of 1961-71 and 1971-81, 

26 and 23 new towns موصعم(‎ 0 ۳926 cate kp. ` 


Thus, while several of the major towns in CMA had 
a long and chequered history, the vast majority are overspills 
of the core city, accentuated by the refugee influx and 
facilitated by the suburban railway system. 


While the existing railway network in this 
area was largely completed before the . beginning of the 
present century, the electrification of the suburban lines 
started in 1958 aad was completed in all sections of Sealdah 
and Howrah, excepting Howrah-Kharagpur section only by 
1966; in the later electrification was done by the end of 
1960s.’ The improvement in the rail transport reduced the 
time-distance of the suburbs and increased the frequency 
of the services, which encouraged commuting, and provided 
the middle class with a choice of suburban residential 
locations at lower rent or cheaper lend price. 


The projections of the demographic growth in 
Calcutta Metropolitan District (CMD) in the coming decades 
also suggest that suburban growth would eccelorate in future. 


Where within the metropolis the teeming population 
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It has been estimated that, at the turn of the century, the 
population of. the CMD would be around 15 millions compared 


wë 


to 10.million-in 1981 and about another five million would 


be added by 2021 A.D. (Table 2). However, the share of 
Calcutta city (including Garden Reach; Jadavpur end, South 
Suburban municipal eréas) in CMD population would decline 
from 42 per cent in, 1981 to 30 per cent. in 2021;. that of 


. the other existing municipal units would incre a88. ‘from 
E .per cent ‘to 48 per cent during the same period. The 


share of the non-municipal part would also.go up from 19 


l per Gent in e to: 22 per cent in 2021. 


p 


would settle? Would they live in the core city or in the 
existing municipal towns or in the non-municipal urban 
units? What are the factors influencing the distribution 


of suburban population? What are the other concomitant changes 


in the demographic profilo, particularly in terms of gender 


ratio, household size and literacy rate? What are the changes 


that would take place inside the core city? In this.chapter 
we will analyse the process of metropolitan growth in 
Calcutta with reference to these issues and thé fact that 
the growth of the metropolis took place in a condition | 


of economic stagnation. The paper is organised as follows. 


In section II we discuss the trends and patterns of suburban 


growth in recent decades. In section III we enalyse the 
role of migration in metropolitan growth, while the inner 


city changes are discussed in section IV. In the conc ludding 
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section (V) we sum up the findings with their policy 
implications. 





: In 1981 the Calcutta Metropolitan Area (Calcutta 
Metropolitan District) had a total area of 1488.38 sq, Xm. 
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of which 966,92 sq. km. (61 per cent) was urban and 
581.46 sq. km, (39 per cent) was rural (Table 3). 


The rural areas within CMD are growing rapidly, 
and many of the rural areas have already Deen transformed 
into urban areas. In 1981, the rate of growth. of population 
in rural-CMD was relatively faster. Whereas, in 1961 of the 
6,4 million population of the CMD 93.4 per cent were in 
the urban area, by 1981 the share of the urban areas was 
reduced to 92.3 per cent. However, the rural density is 
only one-eighth of the average urban density, while sender 
ratio is higher - 903 in the rural areas compared to 783 
in the urban areas, indicating the dominance of family 
households, ۱ 


Coming to the urban areas of CMD, we are here 
concentrating on Calcutta Urban Agglomeration (CUA) - 
population, which contained more than 98 per cent of 
the CMD urban population in 1981, 


Table 3 shows the population of Calcutta city 

. and of the Calcutta Urban Agglomeration between 1901 and 
1981. While the share of Calcutta city in the total urban 
population of the area was 62 per cent in 1901, it was 

58 per cent in 1951; but, thereafter, the share dropped 
sharply to 49 per cent in 1961 and 36 per cent in 1981, 

To take the distribution of the incremental CMA-urban 
population between the city and the other urban areas we 
we find that the share of Calcutta city dropped sharply 
after 1941-51, In 1941-51 the share of the city in the 
incremental population was 51 per cent but it declined to 
17 per cent in 1951-61 and only nine percent in 1971-81 
(Table 4). This establishes that the process of suburbani- 
sation beyond the present city boundary made a significant 
impact only after 1951, 
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To study the spatial patterns .of suburban growth 
we are dividing the CUA into several zones (seo naps below): 
Calcutta city and Howrah city (including Bally Municipality? ) 
are considered as two separate zones because of their 
centrality and importance in terms of the size of the 
population. The north-east zone cohsists of all cities 
and towns on the east bank of the river to the north and 
north-east of Calcutta city and Bidhannagar -township. The 
south-east zone consists of Bidhannagar town and other east 
bank cities and towns to the -south of it, The north-west 
zone consists of cities and towns on the west bank to 
the north of: Bally municipality. The south-west zone 
includes the west bank towns. to the south of ووم‎ munic ipa” 
lity and Howrah city. 


The Basic Development plan for Calcutta for 
1966-86 suggested a'two-centre development of Calcutta 
Metropolitan Area; one of them was the Metropolitan Centre 
consisting of cities and towns roughly within 20 kn, 
distance from Calcutta city 0ے‎ Accordingly,each of the 
above zones, except Calcutta city and Howrah, was subdivided 
into the sub-zones : towns within the netropolitan centre 
and towns outside the 20 km, zone. The other centre 
was the Kalyani-Bansberia centre at the northern end of 
the metropolis, consisting of Chinsura-Hooghly on the 
west bank and Naihati on the east bank and all towns to 
their north. The population figures of the Calcutta Urban 
Agglomeration,disaggregated by these zones and centres, 
and other related variables, viz, density, gender ratio 
and literacy rate, are reported in Tables 5 to 15. 


The sub-urban development around Calcutta is 
concentrated on the east bank where the core city and the 
Calcutta port. are situated. In 1951 the share of ihe 
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east bank towns excluding Calcutta city, in the total urban 
population mes 23 per “cent, but, in 1981, it increased 

to 40 per-vent, while the share of west bank towns 
including. “Howrah city increased from 19 per cent in 1951 
to. 24% per cent. only in 1931 (Table 6). One important reason 
for this ‘is tte‘ ‘inadequate trans port linking the east and 
the west banks, 


Secondly, the suburben development has a clear 
south-ward thrust. Though, initially, in 1951, the southern 
ZONES و‎ namely :south-east and south-west, had a relatively 
small Share of the metropolitan urban population (5.4 per 
cent and 0.6 per.cent, respectively) their shares increased 
substantially by 1981 (to 12.7 per cent and 4.3 per cent, 
respectively). This was largeiy because the refugee 
Settlements first came up in the south-east, Once the, 
area became developed it attracted more population becaüse 
of its proximity to the: 702 core. l 


Thirdly, the ۱۳ growth is still em. 
concentrated within the radius-of 20 km, from the city 
centre, In 1951, the cities and towns (including Howrah) 
lying within 20 km. distenoe from Calcutta city accounted 
for 25 per cent of the metropolitan population, but their 
sharê increased to 41 per cent in 1901 (Table 6). Within 
this radius, the shares of. the north-east and south-east 
zones showed relatively greater increase: the former 
increased from 7 per cent to 14 per cent and the latter > 
from 5 per cent to 12 per cent during 1951-01 (Table 6). 
We derive the same conolusion if we go by the distribution 
of incremental urban population (Table 7) or the growth rate 
of urban population (Table 8). At the same time, the 
Kalyani-Bensberia' centre is not.growing fast enough. Its 
Share in the metropolitan population increased from five 
per cent. to only seven por cent in the thirty years 


during 1951-81 (Table 6). 
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Fourthly, the rate of population growth within 
the 20 km. radias from the city centre” declined appreciably 
in the 1960s and 1970s, and the dispergal of population . 
was over a larger area. For example, in the north-east zone 
within the 20 km. radius the growth rate was 83 per cent 
during 1951-61 while outside the 20 km. radius it was 
only 32 per cent (Table 8). Moreover, the suburban growth - 
outside the 20 km, radius was relatively higher along the 
railway lines. Thus the.areas in the north-east lying ` 
outside the 20 km, radius but served by railway transport 
had & growth rate of: 32 per cent in 1951-61, while in the 

south-east the areas outside the 20 km. radius but not 
Served by railway grew at the rate of 27 per cent, 

However, in the 1960s and the 1970s, the difference in © 
growth rates between the 20 km. radius and 'outside reduced 
significantly (Table 8). We have mentioned that, the 
eléctrification' of the suburban railway lines was comple ted 
during the -19608 which made commutation over a longer 
distance feasible. Besides, from November, 1966 private 
bus routes were extended from the city centre to a large 
number of towns in the CUA, +? 


Lastly, the suburban growth was not confined to 
“the municipalities, In 1951 there were only five non- 
municipal towns in QUA: two of them were special category 
towns (namely, Barrackpore Cantonment and Ichhapore Defence 
Estate) and. the other three were industry-based towns 
(namely Bauria, Uluberia, and Batanagar). In 1961, the 
number of mon-nunicipelimpits was 40 and most of them 
belonged to the smaller size categories (Table 1). These 
non-municipal towns together accounted for seven per cent 
of the population of the Calcutta Urban Agglomeration 
(Table 9). The share of the non-municipal population 
increased over time to 12 per cent in 1901,77 Nearly 60 
per cent of the non-uunicipal population was located within 
the 20 km, radius, 


: LI: 
Desographic characteristics of suburbs 


_ Demographic features of suburban population in 
terms of density, genéer-ratio and literacy rate usually 
vary with distance from the core city and between munici pal 
and non-municipal areas, 


The population density usually declines with 
distance from the core city; thus we find in general a ۰ 
relatively higher density for the area within 20 km. radius 
from the centre (Table 11) and for the municipalities. 
In 1901, municipal areas within this 20 km, radius had 
an average censity of 10792 persons per sc. km. Again, within 
the 20 km. radius, non-municipal areas had a.nuch lover. . 
density - 4345 persons per sa. km, (Table 11). This 
regular pattern is somewhat distorted by the presence of 
old industrial towns with relatively high density despite 
their distance from the centre, This explains why municipal 
areas in the north-east zone outside the 20 km, radius 
showed a relatively higher average density in both 1961 and 
197L, 


As for the gender ratio, one would expect it o 
to rise with distance from the centre. However, this rule 
does not seem to hold for Calcutta. While in the municipa- 
. 115168 within the 20 ku, radius it was more than 0 
(females per thousand males) in 1981, in the municipalities 
outside the 20 km, radius, it was a bit lower (784). 
This was true also for the non-municipal areas. One possible 
explanation could be in terms of the location of a number 
of jute-towns with high incidence of male migrants outside 
the 20 kilometer zone, -Further, the gender-ratio is generall, 
higher in the non-municipal areas which indicates the higher 
incidence of family households in the non~wunici pal 
towns (Table 12). ` 


ix 
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As for the literacy, Yate, it is higher within 
the 20 km, radius area and also ia the Eubialpal: towns parpáred 
to the non-munícipal towns. In some non-municipal areas 
the literacy. rate in fact decreased over time; for وت‎ 
in the south-east zone, beyond 20 km, ‘distance, it 
decreased from 74.3 per cent in 1961 to 56,97 per cent in 
1972, and, within 20 km. radius, from 57.2 per cent to 
55,9 per cent, While latter is due to reclassification 
of Jadavpur area as a municipality, the former is largely 
explained by the addition of new towns, which were hitherto 
regarded as backward rural areas 323 ms 


The growth of ee areas is significant 
in view of the fact that the proportion of the built-up 
area to total area in many of the municipalities is not 
nore than 60 per cent (Table 14). It is possible that these 
non-built-up areas are not suitable for urban development. 
An alternative hypothesis i8 that the high land prices 
within the municipal boundary pushes out people of meagre 
means in search of' ownership houses (as in the case of 
the refugse population) to the non-municipal areas, T 


Where from this suburban population comes? 
There is a populat: belief that the huge population pressure 
on Calcutta city and the Calcutta Metropolitan Area results 
from continuous migration from its hinterland: the rural 
areas of Bihar, eastern. UP and Orissa, ahd from the rural 
areas of West Bengal. 15 To examine this issue critically 
we will now analyse the pattern of migration to the 
Calcutta Metropolis since 1961, 


III. Migration and wetropolitan growth 
` Here we will attempt to estimate migration to 


Calcutta metropolis by using census data, Such estimates 
need to be qualified by the following considerations. In 
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the first place, while we are looking for data on migration 
to 051253555 Urban Agglomeration, the census data on the 
birthplade migration are available only upto the district 
1eve1, + Since the Calcutta metropolis consists of Calcutta 
city (which ts aláb b-üistriot) and parts of the urban 

areas of the four neighbouring districts, namely, Howrah, 
Hooghly, Nadia end 24-Parganas, we had to compute figures 
for migration to Calcutta Metropolis from such district- 

. based figures. Table 15 shows the proportion of district 
urban area and population included in the Calcutta Urban 
Agglomeration in 1981 for each of these districts. While 

in the case of Nadia only 13 per cent of i$s.nrban.popülatio- 
is included in the Calcutta metropolis, in the case of the 
other three districts the percentage varies from 86 per cent 
to 96 per cent. 


We are teking. into-account the following streans 
of migrants to the urban parts of the four districts 
(excluding Nadia): (a) migrants from outside India, (b) 
migrants from other states of India, (c) rural-urban migrants 
from other districts of the state, (d) rural-urban migrants 
from within the district, Purther, from district to district 
migration figures, available for 1971 and 1981, we have 
computed urban-urban migration to the urban part of the 
‘above four districts from the remaining districts of the 
state. We have excluded the within-district urban-urban 
migrants in case of these four districts because a major 
part of such migretion is migration within the metropolis. 
The estimates are reported in Table 16, 


Taking first the case of migrants from other 
States of India it can be observed that the number of migrants 
was highest in 1961 (1.27 million), but it declined to 
1.04 nillion in 1971 when an adverse political situation 
was added to the economic stagnation of the sixties. Thog 
Though in 1981, in a peridd of slow revival, the number of 
inter-state migrants increased (1.21 million), it was lower 
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than the 1961 level. 


Also the number of migrants from Pakistan (now 
Bangladesh) was highest in 1961 (1:17 million) ,üecre aged 
in 1971 9 million) but again increased in 1981 
(1.09 million). 1 E 


ZE 


. The same pattern is observed for rural-urban 
migration from other district of West Bengal. The highest 
number of migrants was in 1961 (0.41 million), but the 
figure declined to 0.25 million in 1971, and then rose to 
0.31-million in 1981, The intra-diótrict rural-urban 
migrants. for these four districts too declined in number 
from 0.20 million iü 1961 to 0.14 nillion in 1971, but 
then rose to 0.32 million in 1971, However, unlike other 
streams of migrants, the overall level was higher. in 1981 
than in poet جو‎ 16). 


Thus, the growth of population in رن‎ ES 
Calcutta as a whole can not be attributed to migration ` 
as.a major factor, as natural growth accounted for a much. 
larger. part, During 1971-81, migration accounted for only 
“about 28,8 per, cent of the population increase in greater 
Calcutta (Table 16) while in 1961-71 the absolute number 
of migrants as. such, declined. The higher proportion of. 


۲ . : : ! iuc digo rud 
natural increase was primarily due to economic stagnation Ca 


Of course, natural growth itself has increased because 
‘population in Calcutta in. the post-independence period f 
consists more of settled population. Not only that refugee | 
migration was basically family migration, but within-state 
migration flows too, consisted increasingly of family units, 

as is evident from the increased gender ratio for intra- 

state migration (Table 18). Also the gender ratio for 
inter-state migration increased significantly in the urban 
pert of Howrah, Hooghly, end 24-Parganas. It has- been observed 
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further that eer women em higher fortilityrate compared 


Vo their. "non-migrent counterparts.” 
- 7 ۰ 


-7 ° می‎ eximine th relationship between the suburban 
population growth and nigration we first note that within- 
district rural-urban migration, which by definition takes 

_ place’ in the' areas: “outside ` Calcutta ‘city, increased during. 
1961-81. So far as withiü-state inter-district rural-urban 
nigration is concerned: it declined in the core city during 
1961-81, but increased in 24-Parganág (U) and Hooghly (U) 
(Table 17). Besides; it can.be noted that while inter-state 
migration. declined in the metropolitan Calcutta taken as 

a whole, ‘during 1961-1981, it had increased in 24-Parganas 
(U)- and Hooghly (U)- but declined in Calcutta city. This 
‘is true, also of refugee migration. It suggests, therefore, 
that at least some of the migrants from other states and 

- from Bast Bengal (now.: Bangladesh) who initially came to 

. Calcutta ` (city)- had. moved out subsequently to the suburbs. 

ES The intra-state inter-district urban-urban migration 
increased during 1961-81 in 24-Parganas, Howrah ¡and Hooghly 
“but declined in Calcutta. The increase was remarkable in 
24-Parganas (U); from 38 thousand in 1961 to 381 thousand 
in 1981. A sizeable part of this within+state inter-district 
‘urban-urban migration was outmigration from Calcutta city: 
Table 20 shows migration to and from Calcutta city in 

. relation to the three adjoining districts. It shows that 
the pace of outmigration from Calcutta to its adjoining 
urban areas accelerated in the 1960s end 1970s. 


To find the relative importance of these different 
strecus of. migration in the suburban growth during 1971-81 
^we have considered in Table 19 the share of change in the 
number of migrants tothe change in suburban population 
` which is taken to be the gum of urban pro in Howrah, 
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Hooghly. end bacPargnnds, 1 Las observed | that during 1971-81; `- 
about 45 per cent of "suburban population growth was due to 

. Migration of various type و‎ Of this; inter-state nig ration 
secourtag for only 7e4 per cent; nigration from outside 5 
India (which mainly consisted of refugee nigration). 11,6 

per cent, intra-district rural-urban migration 9,9 per 

cent. (we have ignored intra-district urban-urban migration 
as it would be mostly migration within the suburbs), 
within-state inter-district migration. (excluding Calcutta, 
Howrah; Hooghly and 24-Pargenas) 6 per éent and outmigra- 
tion from Calcutta. (only those who were born in Calcutta) 
accounted for 950 per cent of the suburban population ' 


- 


change. ۰ 


- One interesting point to note, here, is that whilefor 
the Calcutta metropolitan arca as a whole migration accounts 
` for only 20 per cent of population change, for the suburban 
areas migration accounts for a much higher percentage of 
population change: about 45 pêr cent, This cen be explained 
. not only by the fact that recent migrants settle in the à 
suburbs nut also by outmigration from Calcutta = the core 
city ~ of the Gg migrants as well as those who were born 
in it, l 1 


IV; Inner eiky changes 

Calcutta, the inner city; formally consists of 
Calcutta Municipal Corporation area and sone special arcas, 
nauely; Fort, Canals and Port, 1? It may be noted that the 
Caleutta Corporation area, íp&o facto the city ares, has 
changed over tine begvause of inclusion and exclusion of 
Sontiguous towns into Calcutta Corporation. Thus, in 1921, 
Cossipore*Chitpore and Maniktala, which were separate 
towns earlier, were merged Xo Galeutta, Garden Beach, 
though included in Calcutta in 1931, became a seperate town 


۱ ۱ 2:17 
afterwards: Pollygunge, 8 separate town till 1951, merged 
to Calcuttá in 1953, 9 In 1981 Calcutta Munióipal Corporation 
had an area of 98, 79 BO. im, ÊL, compared to 73.40 Sq. km, 
in 1951. 22 In. the present study we 648307 this -aréa as 
the inner only area. 


Table 21 shows the growth of population in the 
inner city since 1901. It could be noted that the growth 
rates of Caleutta unadjusted. for the changes in area give 
a wisleading picture of Calcutta! 8 growth. In fact, in the 
present: century, &he inner city bad & relatively faster 
growth during the decades 1931-41 and 1941-51 only; the 
decadal growth rates being 77 per cent and 24 per cent, 
respectively. > The higher growth rate of 1931-41 22 be 
exaggerated, because, in the context of a high level of 
communal tension in 1941, each major community was trying 
to overrecord 6 numbera, 74 Therefore, the real groth 
during 1931-41 would be lower than 77 per cent and that 
for the 1941-51 would be higher, According to one estimate, 
the actual growth rates would be 53,5 per cent and 50.9 per 
cent for 1951-41 and 1941-51, respectively. 


In any cause, máterer be the actual figure, we see 
a phase of acclerated growth of Calcutta during 1921-51. 
Since then its growth not only decelerated (8.5 per cent 
in 1951-61, 7.6 per cent in 1961-71, and 4.9 per cent in 
.1971-81) but, became slower than the natural growth rate 
estimated around 12 per cent (Table 22), Thus, in the 
recent decades the inner city has experienced net outmigratior:, 
_ and this is also revealed by the data on migration. 


One important factor responsible for the slow growth 
and net outmigration is the relatively high density of 
Calcutta city. To take gross density, i.e., the ratio of 
population to total area, irrespective of its use, Calcutta 
(HO) had 32245 inhabitants per sq. km. in 1951, which was 
much higher than the density of other metropolitan (inner) 
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| cities of India, n snely, ganay (9876 persons per sa, km.), 
Madras (11158 persons per sq. ki. Jy ‘and Delhi (7206 persons. 
per sq. km, Ja 2 The high density of: Calcutta is not simply" 
because of the. small share of roads, {6-8 per cent) in total 
area but also bét ise of. a. high net ‘residential densi ty 
(it is the number of ‘people that can ‘be housed per unit. of. 
area in residential block which include Service roads, walks 
and small open areas). ET .The net residential. density of 
Calcutta -(72519 - persons per sd. km, dh 1961) is one and 
half «of :that of- Bombay ‘and twice that, of Bangalore. ®. - 
However, the higher net residential density is due both to AS 

. the vertical: expansion of the city, and to the very low per 
, capita living space. for slun dwellers. in 1971, in Calcutta 
city (excluding eretwhile Tollygunge) *he registered. Se 
bustees (slums) 29 alone accounted: «Lor more than one quarter 2: 
of the total population, while the average density of these 
buatees was a very high 122197 728 per وہ‎ 0 ۱ 


. ی‎ factor contributing to. the slow population 1 
growth is the growing non-residential land/space use in 
inner city for administrative and commercial purpose. Though’ 
we do not have any firm data, it appears from indirect 
evidence that such growth: in non-residential uge.is substi tubing 
residential use in areas like Burrabazar, Dalhousie ang did 
EE i - 

` The- rise in demand for space viinin the inner ‘city, ` 

the . supply of which is highly inelastic, is resulting in a l 
sharp increase in rent and land prices, which in turn is d 
pushing out the low-income households living in old and. . 

low quality accomuodation from the city. The consequent. 

change in population composition ln favour of the relatively 
high income people — the process of gentrifiation | - is also dë 
leading to changes in land use in several areas, Given 
the high income-elasticity ‘of demand for housing: space ,7* 
gentrififation is giving rise to an increase in per capita 
space use, The reorganisation of space because of this 


shift is leaving more space open and for use as road leading 
to a lower net residential density. In this situation the 
number of inhabitants that-could be settled in the inner 
city is unlikely to increase appreciably even when the city 
expands vertically. Moreover, vertical growth has its own 
constreints.^^ i l 


The relatively better off people, unlike the single 
nale migrents in low income jobs, represent e settled 
population living in family households, and have better 
education. With gentrification it is expected, therefore, 
that gender ratio and literacy rate would increase. 


In fact, Calcutta, which had a male dominated 
population for long, witnessed a sharp rise in gender ratio 
in the recent decades (Table 21). While in the first half 
of the century. there was less than five females per ten 
nales and the gender ratio'was declining during 1921-41, 
in 1951 there were almost six females per ten males, 
Subsequently over a period of three decades (1951-81), 
gender ratio increased from 580 females per 1000 males in 
1951 to 712 females per 1000 males in 1981. ` 


Coming to literacy rate, it could be observed 
that literacy rate was almost stagnant during 1941-51 and 
1961-71 but it significantly improved during 1951-61 and 
1971-81 (Table 21). However, it would. be wrong to attribute 
those improvements in gender ratio and literacy solely to 
gentrification; secular forces at work also contribute to 
such iaproveuents, It is not, however, possible to say 
from the data we have, how far and to what extent such 
improvement is due to gentrification alone. 
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Ini id lation 


So far we have died the demographic trends for 
the inner city as 'a whole, There are,, however, significant 
intra-city variations, In this section we are attempting 
to analyse these variations for the decadés 1951-8125 on 
the basis of ward-wise census data for Calcutta Corporation. 


It may be noted that, between, 1951-81, in Calcutta 
Corporation's area, the ward boundaries were changed ` 
thrice, While in 1951 the city (excluding erstwhile 
Tollygunge municipality which was merged to Calcutta (MC) 
in 1953) had 32 wards, in 1961 the city area including 
Tollygunge was divided into 80 wards and, in 1971, the 
same area?” was divided into 100 wards, Again in 1981, 
census data were available for 100 reorganised wards, although 
the reorganisation was effected in 1984. In order to avoid 
the statistical problems “created by the changes in the 
ward boundaries, the inner city area is divided here into 
eight zones, each consisting of several wards, which cover 
approximately the same areas over this period as is seen 
comparing maps in various census years. Thus, while the 
boundaries of wards within a zone have changed during the 
period, there has been virtually no change in the areas 
within. each zone, While the details of constituent wards 
in each zone and in each census year are reported in Table 
23, we delineate here the zones by the local names of the 
constitucnt areas و‎ 


Outer North ; Cossipore, Sinthi, Paikpara, Belgachhia, 
and Chitpur; 

Inner North : SEyampukur, Kumartoli, Burtola, Sukea 
Street, Jorabagan, add Jorasanko; 

Central Busi- : Dalhousie, Chowringhee (up to Park Street), 

ness District  Bowbazar, Colootola (part), and 

(CBD) ` Barabazar; 
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Non-CBD P Colootola (part), Muchipara, Taltola, 
Central. دنه‎ Ste Street, ana Chowringhee (south of-Park 
SOM الا‎ | - 3 Street) ¡y 2 5 RP. 


Basti, De. Mániktole, تہ تپ‎ de نو‎ 
ا ا‎ ES ‘Tanga. 0c + - 

West e 7X Ekbalpur, Watgunge and Hastings; 

Inner South ; Ballygunge (old), Bhowanipore, Kalighat, 


m 5 UE 
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۱ = Alipore, Chetla; 
Outer South : Erstuhile Tollygunge municipality $ are. 


The area of each zone had been estimated by 
adding the areas of the constitutent wards (Table 24). It 
may be pointec out here thet Maidan (central open space) ` 
was not 0 in Calcutta Corporation before 1961.7 
As it falls-both in the CBD and non-CBD-Gentral zones ۰ 
have prepared alternative area estimates for these two 


zones including and excluding Maidan area. AS 5856 


۱ However, the estimated areas of some of the 

zones vary appreciably from one census to another. For 

example, the ‘area of the West zone declined from 13.28 sq. 

en, in 1961 to 11.64 sq. km. in 1971, largely because of 
change in the boundaries of wards falling within a zone. 

- Thus, inclusion of paris or the 1951 area of East zone in 
inner South and Outer South in 1961, has led to a decline 
in the area of East zone by 1961. However, such changes 

l are usually of marginal order. In some instances the figures 
given in census are wrong; and as a consequence, the areas 
of individual wards constituting a zone do not always add 
up to the total area of the zone in two consequtive censuses; 
despite there being no boundary change. In case of east zone 
again, from the maps,we see that the area of the zone has 
increased between 1961 ahd 1971; however, when we add the 
area of the constituent wards, the total comes to be less 
in 1971 (15:89 sq. km.) than in 1961 (16.30 sq. km. 2 


a.d -L 
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These limitations would weaken the comparability 
of growth rates and density figures over tige, The other 
ratio variables not directly related to area, namely, gender 
ratio, literacy rate and household-size are unlikely to be 
affected مع‎ far as comparability over time is concerned, 


l Going by these zones we analyse below the pattern 
of variations of density, gender ratio, literacy rate and 
population change within the inner city. 


Density 


Gross population density. being the ratio of 

population to total area is sensitive to land-use pattern. 
In Calcutta, unlike the cities in the West,’ land use is 
highly mixed in nature; residential use coexists with 
aonnercial and industrial use not only in the same area but 
‘sometimes in the sane premises also. Again, the residences 
of low and high income groups are mixed; slums are intersporsed 
with posh.localities. Considering the registered bugtees 
(slums) only, ıt could be observed from Table 27, bhetzbustees 
are present, in varying degrees, in all the zones, 
Nevertheless, a zone could be characterised by its predominant 
l.nà uso: for example, the Inner South is predominantly 
residential ; 

` Coming to the intra-city density variations, it may 
be observed that, though the density in the CBD (Dalhousie- 
Burrabazar-Chowringee) is relatively high, it is less than . 
that of the closely located residential zones, namely, Inner 
North (Jorasanko-Jorabagan-Colootola-Kumartuli-Shaupukur- 
Burtola) and non-CBD Central (Bowbazar, Taltola-Park Street 
etc.). While in 1951 CBD had a density of 56 thousand persons 
per sq. km., Inner North and non-CBD Central had densities 
or 89 thousand and 61 thousand persons per sq, km,, respecti- 
vely.^9 Relativelr low dengity of CBD is due to extensive 
[non-residential land use for office and commercial purposes, 


29 
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Inner North has high density because it consists of denge 
packed old residential settlements along narrow roads with 
few open spaces like parks and play grounds. Moreover, 
Slightly more than one-fifth of its population lived in 
bustees in 1971. Jorasanko, one of the oldest residential 
areas, in this zone had a. density as high as 113400 persons 
per sq. km, in 1951 (Table 26). | 


In the zones distant from CBD, density is much 
lower. For instance in Outer South (Tollygunge municipality), 
which is seven to ten kilometres away from CBD, density 
was about ten thousand persons per sq. km. in 1951. In Outer 
North (Cossipur-Sinthi-Belgachia), at a distance of four 
to seven kilometres from CBD, density was 20 thousand persons 
per sa, km, Though West zone lies within three to seven 
kilometre from CBD, it has a density of 17 thousand persons 
per sq. kn, because a large area in this zone is occupied 
by the port, its railway lines and warehouses, ^? However, 
residential parts within.this zone show a high density, 
e.g., Ekbalpur with 69 thousand inhabitants per sq. km. 

The East zone, which is mostly at & distance of three to 
five kilometres, had a density of 23929 persons per sq. kn. 
in 1951, Although many industries are located in this zone 41 
the density was rot so low because of & high proportion of 
bustee population. As we see from 1971 figures, in this | 
zone 18 per cent of the area was covered by the registered 
hustees and 43 per cent of the population lived in these. 
bustees. Inner South (old Ballygunge, Bhowanipore etc.) 
located at a distance of three to six Kilometres from 

CBD had a density of 29562 persons per sq. km, Though the 
zone consisted of mostly high and middle income people's 
residence, even here one fifth of the population lived in 
the bustees in 1971 (Table 27). 


Jom 24 - 9 
Within a zone areas at a greater distance from 
CBD show a lower density compared to the areas close to 
CBD, Thus within Inner Worth the areas like Shyambazar, . 
Kumartuli, Sovabazar, more than four kilometres away from 
CBD, show.a lower density compared to Jorasanko-Jorabagan 


area located within two kilometres of CBD, 


l Some old residential areas, despite their distance 
from CBD, show a high density compared to other areas at ^ 
similar distance; for instance, Kalighat which is about five 
kilometres away from CBD, shows 8 higher density relative to 
the other areas in the neighbourhood, largely because of 
congested development with narrow TORRE and & few open 
Spaces. ٠ ۱ 


While, on the whole, thás pattern of intra-city 
density variations persisted in 1981, the differences 
bétween zones declined over time indicating faster growth 
in low density areas, For instance, while in 1951 density 
of Outer South was only one-ninth of the density of Inner 
North (the most densely, ‘populated zone), in 1981 the 
density of Outer South is about one-fifth of that of the 
Inner North. Similarly for Bast and West also density 
difference with Central and Inner North areas diminished 
over time (Table 26); 
Gender Ratio 

For Calcutta as a whole gender ratio is low but 
increasing in recent decades. There are, however, significant 
intra-city variations (Table 28). In CBD, which shows ‘a 
high level of concentration of migrants from Bihar, Uttar - 
Pradesh, and Rajasthan, ^* population is highly male dominated. 
In 1951 there were about three females per ten males. The 
other two zones with relatively low gender ratio were West 


(441 females per 1000 males) and non-CBD Central (516 females 
. per 1000 males), While in the non-CBD Central lower gender 


RETTEN 
ratio is explained by in concentration of migrants from 


dn the: costita duw to tha‏ رک وا وت وہ دج 


of “Labourers. from Bihar. and: Uttar Pradesh .‏ اه دنه مه 
ےو وو وت among. workers. iw'the* "por t "End the port=based‏ 
Relatively: higher gender=ratió is- observed in the‏ 


` pefipheral'£onés; namely, Outer North: (649), Outer" South 
(646) “ana Bast (689). Büch-of these zones had a sizeable 

. number. of displaced Béngali migrants, 

non-Bengali migrants from Bihar, Orissa and UP, came 

with their families. Inner’ South - & pré domiharitly > 

. residential area inhabited mostly by upper middle income 
‘group hada higher ‘gender ratio (670) compared to Inner l 

>. North. (619), an old residential area close to CBD. 

- Though inter-zone. differences declined over ting, this 

broad pattern of intra-city variations of gender-ratio 


45 who, unlike the 


continued in,1981, What.is to be.noted further is that, 


„upto 1971, -gender ratio was almost cons tant in’ CBD, 
--nOB=OBD Central and Inner North, increased very slowly 


in East, West.and Inner South, but it rose fast in Outer 


-North end Outer South.-, the areas of new residential 
growth, In contrast, during the-decade 1971-81, gender 
ratio increased sharply in most of the zones, particularly 
, An ‘the CBD and non-CBD Central. Gender. ratio increased 


in CBD fron 322 in 1971 to 434 in 1981 and in non-CBD 
Central from 507 to 563 in the same period. That this is 
due, to increasing proportion of farily households is also 
evident from the appreciable increase in ‘household size 


. in, these ¿two zones (Tanie SC 


Liter RAL 


Literacy rate is a crucial indieator of 


gentrifieatioh. It has been observed. in Calcutta that the - 
areas which: show concentration of busties population, 


namely, East, West, and. Oüter North (more than one-third 


- + of" the population lived in Dustees in these zones -in 1971 


r> 


sce Table 27) have lower literacy rates (Table 30), 
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whereas Inner and Outer South, consisting largely of 
residential quarters of relatively well-to-dos, have higher 
literacy rates, It is observed further, while in the 
decade of 1961-71 literacy rate was stagnant in most areas 
excepting CBD where there was a noticeable drop, during 
1971-81 it showed appreciable increase in 12088 of the 
° Zones particularly in CBD, East, West and Outer South, 
Population Growth 

Coming to population change, it could be observed 
that though the inner city as a whole had a slow and 
declining growth, as seen above, some areas within the 
city had a fester growth than others (Table 25). Going 
by the zones it can be observed that the relatively high 
density areas, nawely, CBD (Burrabazar - Dalhousie. 
Chowringee), non-CBD Central (Bowbazar-Taltola-Park Street) 
and Inner North (Jorasanko-Jorabagan-Shyambazar-Sovabazar) 
have experienced either a low (less than five to six 
per cent in thirty years) growth or decline during 1951-81. 
Specifically, a decline of population occured in CBD during 
1951-61 and again during 1971-81, as also in non-CBD 
Central during 1961-71, which may be partly due to a shift fron 
residential land use to non-residential land use and partly 
due to substitution of low income people by high income ones 
as is indicated by the rising literacy rate and gender 
ratio. Moreover, it may be noted that in CBD and non-CBD 
Central population growth had been slow during 1971-81 
inspite of the inerease in the number of multistoried 
buildings. 


In contrast, the low density zones in the periphery, 
namely Outer North (Cossipur-Sinthi-Belgachhia), Outer South 
(earlier Tollygunge municipality), Hast (duaniktala-Ultadanga- 
Narkeldanga~intally-Tangra), and West (Rkbalpur-Khidderpore- 
Hastings) had higher rates of growth varying between 40 per 
cent and bO per cent during 1951-81. 


نے 


“While analyses loy “the broad zones are useful to‏ میک 
Adentify the, Ba jor. “trends ‘observed’ within the inner. city,‏ 
many. of the’ micro changes in the complex process of‏ 


demographic - adjustments aré overlooked. A ward-based analysis 


would provide a closer view of the process,: "Therefore, we 
undertake bélow & limited werd-based. study. However, the 
study: is- 'confined to the period 1971-81, and for a subset of 


۱ ‚wards numm are. comparable in 1971 and 1981 Census, : 
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She. neve striking result of the ward-based ‘analysis 
cones to be the absolute decline of population in most of the 
‘relatively high ہو‎ -wards during 1971-81, Taking 
75000 persons per sq. km, (whick is slightly more than — 
the net EE of Calcutta" 8 as the cut-off 
point, we see that, all the wards with a higher density 
had suffered a decline of population varying from about ا‎ to 
Rope Eben: 274, excepting one (Table 32). These wards are 

situated in CBD or in its vicinity ~ one to three kilometres 
from the city centre (Table 31). The exception is observed 
for the ward-group 81 and 82 (of 1971) located in the 
EEN xc D which is, however, not far away 
2 CBD. 


Some of the low density wards also suffered 
depoptilation mostly within the range of 10 per cents 
While the decline of population (by 43. per cent) in the 
iow density werds 43-44-45, in.the COD nay be explained 
in terms of' further increase in the administrative and 
commercial use of space, that in the other low density wards, 


EN oq wards 67,71,88,90;91, ell in Inner South, may be due 


to the removal of slums and sauatter colonies; or the growth 
of busivess area. e ١ 


E 
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E Generally speaking, relatively high growth rates of 
15 per cent and above? have been observed in the relatively 
low density areas, away from the Central Business Area, 


Moreoyer, the ward based analysis indicates a 
process of gentrification in various paris of Calcutta 
city. As we have discussed earlier, sharp -rises-in gender 
ratio- and literacy rate are useful indicators of gentrification. 
Taking an increase of 20 percentage point or móre in 
literacy rate, as indicating a sharp increase O we find 
that some areas like wards 81 and.82 in West (Khidderpore- 
Ekbalpore), wards. 67 and 86 in Inner South (Park Circus 
and New Alipore) and wards 19 and 26 in Inner North 
(Kumartoli and Shyaupukur) had shsharp rise in literacy 
rate during 1971-81. and in all these areas gender ratio 
also improved. | 


Besides, there are wards in which population has 
increased but gender ratio has declined; These areas include 
Belgachhia, (wards 5, 11, 12 of 1971) in Outer and Inner 
North, Bagnari-Maniktola and Belaghota (wards 14, 32, 33) 
in Hast and ward 73 in Inner South. For most of these areas 
increase in literacy rate is relatively small. Therefore, 
it appears that alongside the process of gentrification 
observed in some parts of the city, there has been a 
concentration of low income labouring people in some of the 
other pockets. 


Y. Conclusion ` 


To suamarise, there are five major trends, First, 
the guburban growth has accelerated and the growth of resident 
population in the city core has almost come to a halt. 
Second, suburban growth has a southward thrust. Third, 
suburban growth is concentrated within the 20 km. radius fron 
the centre, Fourth, apart from the natural increase, the 
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guburban ¿»Population increase is. contributed tainly by 
withinestate- rural-urben. migration, migration from £ast 
Bengal: (Pakistan/Bangladesh) and out-migretion fron 
Calcutta. city. fifth, the process of: Em 70 of the. 


inner city has- started. ۱ l 3 


To put these trends in a perspective we - should. note 
first, that these trends were observed ina period of 


industrial stagnation, when income and employnent increased 
‘lowly, migration vag low and the pace of formation-of bouge: 


hold was slow. Had there Deen oo stagnation in the Calcutta 
Metropolitan region, some.of these trencs would neve been 
accelerated. _ 


, Secondly, the trends of metropolitan growth in a 
capitalist economy are mostly an outcome of the play of 
market forces, which influence land values and rentals. 
Calcutta is no exception. Therefore, in the long run trends 
which are essentially market oriented, cannot be halted unless 
market forces are regulated. For exauple, suburban noveuent 
induced by high land values and the process of gentrification 
vithin the core city dannot be stopped. 


With this perspective we may consider the policy 
implications of the trends of metropolitan growth in Calcutte. 
Ihe suburban growth would imply that the day-time population 
of the city will be greater than night-time population. Hence 
the infrastructural and other facilities should be provided 
suitably to cater to the need of the day-time population. 
Where the night-time population does not increase, or might 
even decline, in view of the phenomenon of 'gentrification' 
the demand for infrastructure and other facilities might 
go up. Therefore, the scope for decentralising the employment 
opportunities away from the core city should be explored. 
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The southward suburban development is most likely 
to be accelerated in future, After the completion of the 
Second Hooghly Bridge, tHe south-west zone would. have a 
better accessibility to the CBD, Beóides, projects like 
Eastern Metropolitan Bypass, Baishnabghata-Patuli township 
and bast-Calcutta township would help suburban developuent 
in south-east too. 


A significant part of the suburban population live ` 
in non-municipality areas which are mostly unplanned and 
lack the minimum urban facilities. While the process of 
suburbanisation cannot be contained, priority should be 
given toa planned suburban development, 


= Jl- 


1. - CMPO, Basic Development Plan, 1966, p.14. 
2 Qensus. of India 1981, Series l2-talaraoima, Part-24, 
z m 1324 ` : er ewe RS 
5. The Basic Development Plan prepared three sets of 
-populetion projections for Calcutta metropolitan 
District, viz., ‘upper bound', ‘most likely’ and ‘lower 
bound! on the basis of various combinations of assuup- 
tions regarding mortality and fertility rates; send each 
Set of projections has three estimates relating to 
-different assumptions regarding net migration rate. 
` The lowest estimate of 'most likely' projections was 
.11.90 nillion' in 1981 (CIPO, 1966, op.cit., p.69). 
However, the actual population af CMD in 1981 (in 
۔‎ fact, covering a larger area than that in 1966) is 10.11 
million. l ۱ 
800 R.E. Dickinson, Ihe. 101 19 
1967 pp. 68-69. - 
>. "For ahistorical account of the early development of 
--- - these ‘towns; تد‎ P. ‘Banerji, 1975, pp. 10-101, 





T. 01180 رت‎ TA p. T3 CNPO, ee 
Plan, 1966. 

3. CHA is taken equivalent to Calcutta Urban Agg lomera tion 
in Census of. India 1981. 

9. In ‘Census 1971 Bally Municipality was merged -with 
Howrah City and the former's population was not 
reported separately. Hence, for the sake of uniformity 
Bally (M) is treated as. a part of Howrah city throughout. 

10. This 20 km, distance is computed on the basis of Map-20 
in Basic Development Plan (CMPO, 1966, p.58). 

0,۸۵ P. نو ہہ‎ Refugee in West Bengal, 1985, p.20. 
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CMPO, Dráffic Study, 1971, p. EN‏ 
fron non-‏ کو فا This happened, inspite "of Jadavpur being‏ 
municipal. to cunicipal town in. 1974. `‏ 
Seo. D. D, Hain,” Land Policy and Urban-Growth,. 1977,‏ 
p.79.‏ 
pill‏ ,1966 9 دلب 2100100 W for exanple,‏ 


Census of India 1981 reports migration figures for 


Calcutta Urban Aggloneration. However we cannot use it 
as comparable figures are not available for earlier 
9628118 38 . ۱ 

Sce Bertrand Renaud, National Urbanization Policy in 
Developing Countries, 1981, p.88. 

S.B. Mukherjee, Studies on Fertility Rete in Calentta, 
1961, p.60f. 

The Port's land area is included in the adjoining wards 
of Calcutta Corporation; and the corresponding population, 
The port's sea-going and inland vessels' population is 
shown against Port and the area reported against it is 


. Calcutta's share of river Hooghly (Census of India 1971, 


51 deg و22‎ Parit LOA J B Di t 7 t 6 1 E 1 k, 
Caleutta, p.12.). 


.Gensus of India 1981, Series 23-Part DAL p.245fn.;' 


Census of India 1961, District Census Handbook, 24-297 ganas, 
p.(20). 

Census of India 1981, Series 23-Part 2A, p.106. 
Census of India, 1951, Vol. 6, Part 3, p.84. 

Growth rates of Calcutta City without adjusting for 

the changes in area: 


1921-31 30.7 per cent ` 
1951-41 18.8 per cent 

` 1941-51 25.1 per cent 
1951-61 : 14.3 per cent 


See Asok Mitra's report in Census of India. 1952, Yol. 6 
Part-3 (Calcutta City) p. xiii. 


12. 


15. OK 


14, 


15-. 
16. 


17. 


18. 


ےڈ 


کچ 


21. 
22. 
23. 


* 24. 


2:53 
These estimates are based on the assumption, as 
suggested by Apoke Mitra (Census of India 1951, V.6-Pt.5, 
p. xiii) that the actual. population of Calcutta in 

1941 ‘would. be around 1730074, which. was the estimate 
prepared: at the time of house listing. 

Estimated from. data provided in Census of India 1951, 


L Vols چوس سس ہو‎ ۱ 
.CMPO, Basic Development. Plan, 1966, p.80. "7" 7 


CMPÓ, Bagic-Develonment Plan, 1966, p.16, 
According to Bustee Survey in Calcutta 1958-59 average 
per capita living space in bustees was 31,52 sq. ft. 


25. 


' approximately, (Govt. of W.B. Report on Bustee Surv ey 


in-Calcutta, 1958-59, „Vols Div pp. 38-39). 


A registered bus tee, as - defined 12 the Calcutta Municipal 


Aert" 1951, is an arta containing land occupied. by or for 
‘the purpose of ang collecticn of huts on a plot not 8 
“than ten kathás (1/6-acre) in aréa (CWPO, 1966, p.91). 


These registered bustees óonstitute only a subset of all 


‘bustees in Calcutta. 


See N.K. Bose, e 1968, pp.15-22, 


Census of India 1901, Series 23, Part VII. 


See, for exalple, R.F. Muth (1960), pp.27-96. 
Apart from municipal laws, huge investment required 
for -skyscrappers is also a constraining factor. 


-Though the' area of Calcutta Municipal Corporation is 


same in terms of maps (printed in District Census 
Handbooks) in 1961 and in 1971, the computed area in 
1961 (95.60 hq.km.) is less than that in 1971 (98.79 sq. 


km). Calcutta Corporation erea has changed subsequently 
in 1984 when Jadavpur, Garden Keach and South Suburban 


municipalities merged to it; end the. Corporation area 
is divided into 140 wards. Eowever, in 1981 Census, 
ward level data for ‘Calcutta Municipal Corporation were 
compiled for the reorganised 100 wards ` of 1984, “which 
corresponded to the Calcutta Corporation area in 1981. 


P 5 x i ` D an 
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30. 


5l. 


32. 
33. 


34. 


CU 
AS per maps of Calcutta in District Census Handbook of- 
Calcutta for 1951 and 1961. 
Data relating to. &rea of Calcutta city, Calcutta 
Corporation end its. wards have various inconsistencies 
in 1971, For instance, while the Surveyor General of 
India estimates the area of Calcutta city (district) 
to be 104,00 sq. km TI the sum of the areas of its 
constituents, namely, Calcutta Corporation, Fort, 
Canals etċ. comes to 106.02 sq.km. The area of Calcutta 
Corporation is 98.97 sq.km, in 1971, higher,than that in 


.1961 (95.0. sq.km.) though from the inspection.of the 


maps given in District Census Handbook of Calcutta for 
1961 and 1971 we see the area to be same for the two 
years. Furthermore, the area of Ward 4 in 1971 was 
reported to be 7.64 sq.kn., ‘which seems to be a gross 
over-estimate when we inspect the nap. Comparing raps 

of Calcutta for 1961 and 1971 we estimate the area of 
Ward 4 to be 0.84 sq.km. approximately, Then, however, 
the sum of the area figures for the Corporation wards 
comes to be 92.20 sq.km, which is less than the reported 
aggregate area of the Corporation, 


For instence, in 1980 the proportion of 'census houses ' 


(a census house is a building or part of a building 
having a separate main entrance from the road or comuon 
courtyord or staircase etc., used or recognised as a 
separate unit) used as residence-cum-shop/workshop 
including household industry is 6.1 per cent 
(Census of India 1981, Series 23, Part-VII, pp.16-17). 
These density figures are -computed excluding the 
corresponding Maidan area. 

In 1961.44 per cent of the total space in CBD. was 
used for trade, commerce and administrative purposes. 
(Couputed from data given in N.K. Bose, Calcutta : A 
Social Survey, 1968, pp.15-22). 

N.K., Bose, Calcutta, 1968, p. SC 

Ibid., p.23. 
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38. 


39. 


40. 
41. 


د و - 


D 
ہم سام سم سی‎ t لہ سر سال‎ 


42, Ibid., 9:56- Ee p.96. 
43, Tbid., p.96. ` 
44. Ibid., p.96. . 
45. Ibid., BOI ےت‎ 
46. See CMPO, Basic Development Plan, 1966, p.16. 

47. Since the natural growth rate of Calcutta during 
1971-81 is estimated to be around 12 per cent, we 
choose 15 per cent as the cut off point. 

48, As the new iterates ‘ina decade would belong to the 

. age group , 5-14, which consists of around 20 per cent 

of- population in 1981, we choose 20 percentage point 
increase as the upper limit of normal increase in 
literacy rate, 


ا 





100000 ané above 2 -5 "o 11 17 


9 - 9 11 16)1( 195) 
9 8 7 14 16)4( 15(9)  14(11) 


- 50000 - 9999 
20000 - 4999 


10000 - 9 11 8(4) 12)12( 22(22) 28(28) 


4 i(1) 18(18) 24(24) 25(25) 
5 - 6(6) 6(6)  6(6) 
25 37(5)  T2(40) 94(62) 107(73)' 


5000 + 9999 
Below 5000 
Total 





Figures in brackets show the number of non-munici- 
pal units including 'notified areas' and cantonments. 
During 1901 and 1951 twelve new towns emerged. In 
1951-61 there were 34 new towns and Bally town was 
splitted to form two towns Bally(M), and Bally@::). 
During 1961-71, 26 new towns came up and four 

towns of 1961 including Bally (M) were merged to 
Howrah city. In 1971-81 there were 23 new towns, - 
while nine towns merged to Jadavpur to forn 
Jadavpur (M), one merged to Gayeshpur, and one 
(Narayanpur) declassified; besides Bally(M) was 
treated as a seperate town . 


Notes Wo 


(ii) 


Sources : Census of India 1981, Series 23-Part 2A; 
۱ Census of. India 19°71. _peries 22-Part 2A =] 9 





Other 





Year CNM De “Calcutta non—municipal 
hs . . city municipal units 
7 5 ۱ ۱ units e 
1981 ~. :9.98 45. $5.92 : 1,95 
(actual) (42) . (39) (19) 
. 1991 12.07 4.52 5.00 2.55 
.. م‎ (12.23-11493) (38) (42) (21) 
2001 14,58 > 5.03 6.50 3.05 
1(15,00-14,31) (34) (45) (21) 
2011.: 9 5.42 7.74 5.95 
-.(18.31-16.02) (32) . (45) (23) 
2021 19.65 5.94 9.427 4,29 
(48) (22) 


(30) 


(22.26-19.04) 





Notes : A The Pisures ratei ER ‘most likely! variant of 
^ projections. In second colunn the figures in 
. | brackets show highest and Lowest value of 


. alternative projections. 
Bracke ted figures in third, fourth and fifth 


coluuns show , percentage óf CMD population. 


Jadavpur, and 


Population projections are made for the CMD ana 


Calcutta city includes Gardenreach, 


South Suburban municipalities. 


the muhicipalities., Population for the non-munici- 
pal areas are calculated by subtracting the 
municipal population from the CMD total. 


Study Group on Demographic Profile of CMD, State 


Planning: Board, Government~-of-West Bengal, 'Deiogra= 
phic Profile of Calcutta Metropolitan District', 


1989. 
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TARBIS + 37. 
Population in Calcutta fairasoliten Areas, 1961-61 ٠ 














Area : L 
(sq km.) 1961 1971 1981 
Urban 906,92 6039861 `. 749998 9335985 
(60.9) (95.4) . (92.9) i (92.3) 
Rural . 581.46 428486 |. 549931 777051 
(39.1) (6.6) ; (7.1) (7,7) 
Total 1488.38 6468707 .. 8068819 10114036 
` (100.00) (100.00) (100', 00) (100.00): 
Population Density (per Bo, km.) 
Urban "t 6660 '  8870- ` "' 10295 
Rural 737 - 980 1336 
Total 0 4346 5422 ` 6798 
Decadal Population Growth (percentas cr.) 
Urban > a 94.2 24.5 
Rural 33.0 " 196.9 
Total E 24.8 25.3. 
۱ Gender Ratio (females per 1000 nales) 
Urban i . . 783 
Rural 903 
Total "OL 
Isane as Calcutta Standard Urban Arsa (Census of India 1981) 


or Calcutta Metropolitan District (CDA, Report No. iTi, 
November 1982). 
Note : Rural-urban classification relates to Census 1981. 
Source : Census of India 1981, Series-23, Pari — II A. 
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Growth of Calcutta Urban Aggloweration (QUA) and Calcutta City. LOCI, 2901-1981 








Population (7000) _ share ‘of Share of Decadal gronth (%) 
CUA ` CC in QUE 00 in CUA 00 
population increnental 
(۸) population 
of CUA 
(Y) 21111 
1901 1510 004 61.84 - - - 
1911 1745 1016 58.24 35.16 15.58 8.86- 
1921 1884 1053 55.89 26,46 7.99 3,635 
1931 2139 1221 ' .5 0 66.0 13.48 - 15.94 
1941 3621 , 2167 59.85 . (65,81 69.34 77.49 
1951 4669 2698 57.79 ` . 6 28.94 24.50 
1961 5984 2927 48,92 17.41 28.14 8.48 5 
1971. 7420 - 3149 42.43 1541 24.01 T.57 
1981 9194 - 3305 ' 35.95 8.81 23.90 4.96 
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Note : Calcutta city (1981) population figures are unadjusted populetion. 
See Table 22 below. 
Source: : Computed from data fron Census of ‘India, 1981, Series 25 - West Bengal, 


Part 1A, General Population Tables, p.245. 











TABLE = 5 
Zonal distribution of Caleutta Urban Agglomeration 
population, 1991-1981 : 1 
` Zone "e 1951 1961' 1971 1981 
l Calcutta City 2698494 2927289 3148146 3305006 
2 North-east 813081 1233889 1837229 2492475 
a, inner area 309964 569936 900804 1266277 
b, outer area 503117 664953 936425 6 
5 South-esst 252285 485127  . 764454 1169434 
a, inner area 213215° 435639 662574 8 
b. outer area 39070 49488 71860 106 
4 Howrah City? 500368 633851 737877 092564 
5 North-west 383379 538130 ` 690929 ۰ 7 
a, inner area 153325 220528 2903590 319055 
b. outer area 230054 . 317602 400539 564504 
6:Soüth-we&t 25552 165383 241085 390404 
a. inner area - 72041 123447 216402 

- b. outer area’ 25552 93342 112633 174002 

7.Calcutta UA 4669559 5983669 7420300 9194018 

8 Suburb 3 ۱ ۱ ^ 

a. inner drea?? ` 616504 1297144 2012215 2920750 

b. outer area 797793 1125383 1521462 2068098 
9 Kalyani-Bansberia,. l 

zone VA 234074 329730 436344 643239 
o Includes Bally municipality. 

pp includes 2a,3a,5a and Ge, 

"n Kalyani-Bansberia zone includes Bansberia, Hooghly- 
Chinsura, Madhusudanpur, Naldanga, Koeta, "Bandel 
Tharnal Power Township, Kalyani, Gayeshpur, Kenouarapare, 
Halisahar, and Naihati. 

Note — 'Inner area’ comprises of towns within 20 km, 
distance from Calcutta City. ‘Outer area' comprises 
of towns beyond 20 km, fron Calcutta. : 

Source 3 


TABLE - 6 


Zone-wise distribution of Calcutta Urban sgelope ration- 
population (in percentage) 951-1901 


L931 


eee — 


35.95 
22ط‎ 
i9 71 
13.35 
12.72 
Tisti 
Io 
9. TO 
10.26 
4.12 
6.14 
4.25 
25 
1.90 
100.00 


51.05 
22.49 


1.00 





1971 


M موی‎ te 


42,44 
24.76 
12,18 
12.58 
10.30 
9.33 
0.97 
9.94 
9.31 
3.91 
5.40 
3.25 
1.73 
1.52 
120.00. 


27.12 
20.50 


5.83 


48,92 — 


1961 


20.62 
9.51 
لد جد 
8.11 
7.28 
0.83 
10.59 
8.99 
3.68 
2.21 
2.76 
1.20 
1.56 


100. 00 


2.66 
18.31 


5.51 


21951 
BT Tg. 


17,41 
6.64 
10.77 ° 
5.40 
4.56 ' 
0.34 
10.64 ' 
8.21 
3.28 ' 
4.93 
0.55 


055 


14,49 
280 


5.01 


. 100.00 


^Zone 


Calcutta City 
2 


North-east 
a. inner area 


'b. outer area 


South-east 


‘a, inner area 


b. outer area 
Howrah City? 
North-west 

a. inner area 
b. outer area 
South-west 

a. inner area 
b. outer area 
Calcutta UA 
Suburb 


2. inner area? 


b. outer area 


Kelyani~Bansberia 
zone? 


1 


VI > 





9 See below Table-5. 


Source = Computed from Table-5. 
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TABERO- 7 
Lone-wise-distribution of. incremental population in 
Calcutta Urban Agsloneradion, 1951-91 (in '000( ` 
. A 1 





as جد‎ nant dE a — RÀ 


| 1971-01 ˆ 





Zone 1951-61 1961-71 1951-01 
(1) . (2) (3) (4) (5) 
1 Calcutta city 229 221 156 606 
۰. (17.4) (15.4) (3.8) (13.4) 
2 North-east - 421 600 659 168O 
| (32.0) (41.8) (31.2) (31.1) 
a. inner area ' 259 332 365 956 
۱ (19.7) * (23.1) (20,6) (21.1) 
` b, outer area 142 ` 268 294 724 ` 
` (10.8) (18.7) (16.6) (16.0) 
5 East-south ` 233 ' 279 405 917 
(17.7) (19.4) (22.8) (20.3) 
a. inner area ` 222 257 374 354 
°" (16.9) (17.9) (21,1) (18,9) 
b. outer area ? bL 22 51 65 
(0.5)  )1.5( (1.7) (1.4) 
4 Howrah City? 117 | 124 154 395 
(8.9) (8,6) (3.1) (8.7) 
5 West-north' 155 153 253 560 
(11.9) (10.6) (14.2) (12.4) 
&. inner area 67 10 09 226 
vs (5.1). © 4428) (5.0) (5.0) 
b. outer area 88 85 164 ` 334 
(5.1) (548) (9.2) (7.4) 
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6 South-west - -... 140 ` 76 7 149 . 365 


e خی ٹیہ‎ dk. AO (0D) (9,4) (3.1) 
a. inner area o WI 2 56 و‎ ^ 216 
۰ ٭‎ (5.5) 2 (3.9) (4.9) (4.8) 
b. outer area M 60 4 19 61 149 
| (5.1 . (1.3) ., (3.5) (3.3) 
7 Calcutta UA 1314. 1437 1774 4524 
br sd (100). (100) (100) (100) 
8 Suburb ۱ ۱ l 
a. inner area? . 621 , 715 917 2252 
۱ (47.2) . (49.8) (51.7) (49.8) 
b. outer area 328 396 547 1270 


7" ' (24.9), (27.6) (30.8) (20.1) 
و‎ Kalyani-Bansberia . l 
zone ae : 95 107 207 409 
wu 9. £3) AE) Err een 
م‎ Bee below Table 3: ١ 
Note - Figures in brackets show percentages. 


Source - Computed fron Table 3. 








Ki 


1971-81 


4.96 
55.74 
40.18 
31.45 
52.98 
54.07 
42.49 
20.91 
36.56 
30.52 
40.94 
61,94 ` 
68.47 
24.48 
25.90 


55495. 
35.95 


47.41 





1.56. 


58.76 


40.40 


(51.51 


58.98 
45.21 
20.22 
28.39 
31.68 
26.11 
45.77 
78.30 


.20.67 


24.01 


25.13 
35.19 


32.533 


ہد مستت Oe‏ هد a‏ 


1951-61 1961-71 


3.48 
51.57 
85.55 
532.17 
92.29 
104.32 
26.66 
23455 
40.36 
45.03 
33.05 
947.24 


-265.30- 


28.14 


91.74 
41,06 


40.36 


b. outer area’: 


Zono 


Calcutta City 
North-east 

a. inner area 
b. outer area 
Soüth-east . 
a. inner area 
b. outer area 
Howrah City? 
North-west 


‘a. inner area 


b. outer area 
South-west 
a. inner area 
Calcutta UA 
Suburb 

a. inner area 
Ds outer area 


Kalyani-Bansberia 


Zone 


-N بر‎ 


o4‏ یا 


ما 





Including Bally municipelity.‏ ب 


. Note - Same as in Table 5. 
Source ~ Computed from Teble 7. 
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TABLE - و‎ 
Luci ی‎ o coude. lo o cag EE 
(1) = ye, C5) (4) 
Caleutta City - - 2927289 3148746 3305006: 
Howrah City’ ۱ 6338923 ء7٦‎ 892164 
° North-east i 
immor area M ` 545741 788684 1063081 
NM c : 25195 112120 203196 (7995) 
outer area li ۱ 581688 782859 1006653 (21306) 
Wi . 03265 153566 ' 220533 (12214) 
South-east ۱ uu m ۳ 
innor área H -` 316561 427513 851991 (16151) 
| NM `. 119058 265061 229047 (15531) 
outer area M 59824 51059 70404 (3980) 
| NM l 9664 20821 31992 (2721) 
North-west l ۱ 
` imer area M 211662 267501 339114 
NM ^0 8866 . 22889 39919 (2720) 
outer area M 311602 400539 524993 (15286) 
i . NM - 7۰ 39511 
South-west ۱ i 
| inner area HB ` m E = 
Nai . 72041 128447 216402 (12289) 
outer area M = "SS = 


NM 93342 -112638 . 174002 (15781) 





ونیم موه گس سس .رز 





IAE S i de i‏ رق 
Suburb: ss ١‏ 
inner. area M 1073984 1483698 2240186 (16151)‏ 
)38535( 688564 ۰ 528517 223160 7+ 
outer area M 939114 1234437 1602060 (41072)‏ 
"s NM 186271 267025 466038 .( 30716)‏ 
Calcutta UA M 5574238 6604758 8029416 (57223)‏ 
NH 409431 915542 1154602 (69251)‏ 
١ T 5933669 7420300 (126474)‏ 1 





TABLE - 9 .(Contd.) 





=` 246 کور 





9194013 
M e Municipality; NM - Non-uunicipal units; T - Total 
Notes - (i) ‘Inner area! couprises of t wns within a 20 km, 
١ radius fron Calcutta city (excluding, of course, 
Howrah city and Bally municipality , 'Outer area! 
M comprises of towns beyond 20 km, distance from 
Calcutta. 
(ii) Howrah city, here, includes Bally municipality. 
(iii).Non-nunicipal units include 'notified area’, 
centonuients etc. 
(iv) Though New Barrackpore got municipal status 
after 1961, it has been treated as municipality 
in 1961; Jadavpur has been treated as a 
municipality in 1981. 
m) Figures in brackets show the population in 
'outgrowths'. 
Sources - Census_ of India 1981, Series 23 - Part ES 
Census of India 1971, Series 22 - Part 2A. 





1981 ۰ 


40.68 


_ 3 


(3) (4) . 
104.00 1040 
61,50 63,55 
96.87 96.87 
58,16 46,05 
81,06- ---95,56 
55.72 89.03 
44.33 86.17 
35.39 51.51 
-9.06 - x 10,05 
6.54 " ۸۰2 
20.70 23,94 
5.25 11.63 
56.27 62.82 
- 12.65 
40.78 49.30 
50.80 


مق و * 


2 
102.95 
48.98 


, 82.41 
1683 
-81.06 


44.38 


44.55 
28,55 
Tel? 
1,22 


20.70 
2.94 
56.27 


- 


22.58 


30. 85 


City/zone 
(1) 


Calcutta city 
Howrah city : 
North-east 
'" Inner area M 
NM 
- Outer area-M - 
South-east 
Inher area M 
^^ NM 
Outer arde M 


NM - 


Nor th-west 
Inner area M 
NM 
Outer area M 
NM 

‘South-west 
Inner area M 
NM 
Outer area M 


NM 





in 


(4) 


207 8 
158.49 - 
168.43 
150.17 
543.56 
308.66 
852.22 


T - 00 


- 48 e 
TABLE - 10 (Contd.) 


(1) |. (8) )2 )3( 
Suburb 

Inner area M | 146.14 160.90 
d. 25 NM 70.30 119.58 
Outer area M "^ 145.10 146,39 
| NM ` 76.45 93.06 
Calcutta UA M 443.17 472.79 
NM | 146.715 212.64 


T . '' 589.92 685.43 





M - municipality; NM - er ux units; 


Notes - Bane as in.Table EEN 


Sources - Census 6f India 1971, Series 22-Part Si 
^ "Qen&us óf. India 1981, Series 23-Part 2A. 





Ee,‏ 7 وو وس تار و 











City/zone 1961. 1971 1981 
(D um ی‎ E (3) (4) 
Calcutta city ^ ` 28434 30216 31779 
Howrah city ` 12941 11998 14039 
North-e ast l ۲ ۱ 
Ihher area M -> 6646 ` 8142 10974. 
ھت‎ DN. 1318 , 2938 4415 
- Outer area Ñ ^ ' . 7176 . 9658 ۱ 10534 
EE gu 1876 2756 |. 2477 
South-east و سا‎ SN ۱ 
Inner are& M^ . 6 9866: ` 9658 
es | NM 5 - " 4199 7490 + 4447 
Outer area M — 5125 , 5633. 7005 
NM. 7921 3184 4096 
North-west ۱ 
Inner area M ' -10225 12923 14165 
NM ` | 3490 4360 5432 
Outer area M 5644 1118 8357 
۱ NM 5 2 2125 
South-west ` ۱ 
Inner area M — =- .ك‎ - 
NM 3190 315¢ 4389 
Outer area M ' سی‎ = = 
NM; 3026 3657 ٠۰7 


بح نتم تسه را یڈٹس یت رو سینت 


- DO س‎ 
"TABLE - 11 (Contd.) 


AS ` Gas 


(1). نز‎ 
Suburb ۱ xu a 
07349 .. 9221 10792. 
3174 4420 سس‎ 74345 
6412" 8433 .. | 78832. ^ 
2437 ^ 3084. . 57 
12578 18998. - 14790 
2790- 3385: . 3142. ۰ 
° .10145 10826 119788 


2) (Gi. 


meds EE e > 





^ v 


0 aie 
a) 


EE 8 
Outer area He - - 
NM 
Ho 
NM 
1 


oe 55 


-r 





M - Municipality; NM =. Non-municipal unit; T - Total. 


۾ ج 


Notes = ball نمس‎ in Tarlo- 9. 7 


Sources - Computed from Table 9 and Table 10, 


* .و 


cVIMüér area M ` 


MÄ Cen 


© 0 به‎ Cakeutte UA 


ases 


1981 
712 
755 


861 
925 


159 


900 


864 


“889 


119 
795 


805 


-1974 .. 


636 
679 
800 
881. 
109 


. 834 


806 
831 
676 
707 


*a 


1961 


612 
630 


139 
810 
654 
798 


740 
وی 
635 


481 


1951 
580 
"616 


we 


129: 





City/ zone 


Calcutta city 
Howrah city 


North-east 
Inner area 


d 


- Outer area 


South-east 
Inner area 


Outer area 


North-west 
Inner area 


Outer area 


‘South-west 
Inner area 


Outer area 





~ 52 - 
TABLE ~ 12 (Contd.) 1 
(females/1000 males) — 





City/zone ` 1951 1961 ` 1971 1981 
Suburb ۱ ۱ 
Inner area M. 681 731 1793 . 853 
NM ou - — C7. "ei 822 878 
Outer area KR. | 628 | 690^ 135 184 
1 NM 652 739-~ 784 864 
Calcutta UA M 606 649 692 "169 
_ NM 652 TES: 808 872 
E a ` 606 657 704 781 





M : municipality; NM : non-municipal units; T : total 


Notes ; Same as in Table 9. 


Sources : Same ag in Table 9. 3 


. 1981 


69.12 
64.96 


72.39 
66.78 
57.11 
65.59 


64, 86 
53.94 
53.22 
62.41 


66.48 
72.79 
62.10 
59.69 





City/zone 


Calcutta city 7 


Howrah city 
North-east 
Inner area 


-Guter area 


South-east 
Inner area 


Outer area 


North-west 
Inner area. 


Outer area 


South-west 
Inner area 


Outer. area 





l وج‎ m 
TABLE — 13 (Conta,) 


x ' 





City/ zone NN 1961 19721 ` 198i 


Suburb ` 2 
Inner area M 55.91 60.35 - 68,68 
NM OC 48.80 56.07 60.05 
Outer area © لا‎ ` 41.54 20.29 - ' DED] 
NM 44.61 . 49,32 ` . 51.06 
Caleutta UA. M کے‎ 55.74 .. 51.95 . 66.44 
35 وی‎ M 46,90 11 53.69" ^" ° 58,84 
ٹیر‎ mp "us eld we IIO 65.48 





M ; municipalities; NM و‎ non=municipal units; T : Total 
S 


.- 


Notes - Same as'in' Table 9 


Sources - Censy3 of India 1961, Volume 16, 
Census of India 197), Series 22-Part 2A. 
Census of India 1981, Series 23 - Part 13}. 
(District Census Handbooks for Calcutta, 
. 24-Parganes, Howrah and Hooghly), 








Kk DT lA ecu 
1 7 2 N 30 : AE 
Municipality e & ste Percentage of built-up area 
-Bansberia ^ coc m نا .50.08 ا ہی ہو‎ T 
Hooghly-Chinsura 4.42 
Chandannagar. —— . _ 63.69 
Bhadreswar DC ` 58.25 
Champdani or | 50,28 
Baidyabati . 41.91 
Srirampore m 59,15 
Rishra - | 63.75 
Konnagar — do 61.87 
Uttarpara~Kotrung ۱ US 65,95 Bare | 
Kalyani (Notified Area) | 24.23. 
 Kanohrapara 49.37 
Halishhar-— i 3 DI 
Naihati > ^ ` a 70.217 5 ~ 
Bhatpara o 73.06 di 
. Garulia ODE EN RS - 6 
North-Barrackpore ¿50.02 
Barrackpore "s TE ۱ 50.70 7 
Titagarh ۱ 83.62 
Kherdah x 54.12 
Barasat i ١ 34.95 
New Barrackpore o 10.43 
Panihati 2 65.82 


a eo‏ سس 





BG ع‎ 
TABLE - 14 (Contd.) 








Municipality Percentage of built-up area 
Kamarhati | ۱ e : HOT AS 
Baranagar l 60.75 
North Dum Dun 1 56.04 
Dum Dum ھ0‎ 
South Dua Dun 68,22 
Budge Budge 63.21 
Rajpur l ۶ 62 
Baruipur 58,46 





Source - Calcutta Metropolitan Development Authority, 
Possible Opti Por lend Use P] eor Next 
(Report of the Working Group on Land Use), 
M 
July 1986, 



































Proportion of urban. ares 2nd. populstio aleutte Urban 
Aggloneration,. 1981 l 
T ————————— tS 
District Ares (goa: Population (1000) m 
(urban) Total “in CUA ‘ in CUA Total: in CUA 4 in QUA 
Caloutta 104 104 100.0 - 3305 3305 100.0 
24-Parganas 626 430 68.7 4169 3582 85.9 
Howrah 174 153 88.2 1539 1282 95.8 
Hooghly 154 111 72.0 + 1051 44 . 89.2 
Nadia 206 53 25.9 ۔ 81 640 نے‎ 12,6 


rota 1264 852 67.4 10504 9194 87.5 
























1 Source : Census oj pdia 1991 eric: As 
iv General Population Tables’, 


- 58 = _ 
| TABLE - 16. 
Se i 











Intra-S8tate : s. ^| ^|. a 


. ^ 1423529. > 
SE ya" 

| 241593? . 
e La) 


7321225 ` 
(3.20) 
“307782 
(3.76) 


X 1 

Intra-district + i . 20565197 

rural-urban. E Ke (3/22): 

Inter-distriot . 413944? .. 

rural-urban’) | . ° — (6454) Fo 
2 ۱ 


0*6 
"(1.16) 
1111176 

+ ge) 


Inter-district 
urban-urban ' 
Inter-State 


nae | ^ Y^ 60866. 
SV d US (eurn 
-1279688 °° 104418T 
(20.22) ` ۰ (13.23) 





1165050 
(11,81) 


` 1088216 


3082189 


9863810 . 


(100,0) 


ا وع 


¿1020272 . 
` (12.22) 


995947. 
(12.62) * 


2515270 
7892869 


(100.0) ` 


31.87 


1212923. 
(19.16). -' 

. 1116532 
. (18.59) 

` 311017499 ` 

6329621; ' 


(100.0) 


49.14 


Intér-Nation " 


of ghi c b ۱ f T ۱ 


Pakistan/Bangladesh 


1 


Total. 





Population (UJ 


Proportion of ` 


7 
migrants (percentage) ' 





n.2. Not available |.” 


ins وی من د‎ hod 
te 5 0 


= Oe 
BES, aihe TABLE - 16 (Contd.) ۔۔‎ 7 


p If we include the urban migrants from ‘uriclassifiable' 
_origin.as reported in Census 1961 and 1971 the figures 
would bez | : m MM HH 


1961 1971 
"'Intra-district 
rural-urban 204302 169268 
(3.23) (2.14) 
Inter-district ١ 
rural-urban 414894 304694 
۱ (6,56) (3.86) 


qp Excluding interdistrict urban-urban. 

1 Intra-district urban-urban migration is ignored since 
its major part. would be within the CUA. ~ 

2 It excludes inter-district urban-urban migration between 


Calcutta, Howrah, Hooghly and 24-Parganas. 


Sources - Consus of India 1961, Vol. 16, Part-IIC (ii,iii); 
Census of India 1971, Series.22 Part-II D (iii, ii), 
Census of India 1981, Series 23 Part 5A and B. 
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8 LL 





TABLE — 7 3 
Migration to Calcutta and urban areas of adjoining districts, 
districts, 1961-1981 ۱ 
1961 1971 1981 
Migrants 1541743 1053384 927528 
a. Intra-state intre- . BE = = = 
district | RU - - - 
8 UU z 7 5 
b. Intra-state inter- TL 310064? 217700? ۰ 224195 
district RU. 255101 152455 145206 
UU 16135 41525 73508 
c. Inter-state | TL 619940? 524234? 467613 
RU 5243298 352132 267448 
UU 154936 124916 161650 
à. Outside India 551739. 301450 0 
. of whieh 
from Pakistan/ 528205 : 286740 221126 
l Bangladesh E 
Migrants as Y, of 52467 33.45 د‎ 28.06 


Population. 





ho dy Lom 


TABIE - 17 (Contd.) 


1961 ` 1971 ` 1981 
24-Parganas (U) 
1161476 1259606 2005124 


TL 193793" 162597? 366152 


op = 


Migrants 
Qf whieh 


a. Intre-state 


irtra-distriet RU 115381 87963 210654 
b. Intra-state TL 179460? 238679? ^ 509267 
intor-district RU ۰ 90804 47159 128375 
UU 89195 112556 380892 
c. Inter-state TL 291613? 2110649 360617 . 
RU 224342 144374 274694 
UU 66434 54383 85923 
à. Outside India 496610 581266 ` 169080 
of which 
-- from Pakistan/Bangladesh 439497 574711 716140 
Migrants as percentage of 
population 58,15 42.41 48.09 





ىا 


ed es 
TABLE - 17 (Contd.) 


1961 | | 1971 1981. 
mE l 5 ۱ و"‎ 0 (U) 
Migrante ` 0 438654 285964 = 404554 
of which ^ ^ gin 
a. Intrastate TL 888539 ^ net 96000 
| intr..-district RU 57162 521 67860 
| mm 531464 14661. 28140 
' b. Intra-state TL 90768? 600235?  . 108659 
... àdntor-district | RU 51892 25486 51965 
ps rs ' UU 38506 28671 _ 56696 
o, Inter-state ` TL 19885649. 130256? 143056 
"RU 2 65221  . 109851 
` UU . 27538 17736 33205 
d. Outside India ۱ 
of which 
from Pekistan/Bangladesh 66542 42028 50152 
Migrante as percentage of l | 
55.16 , 28.21 __ 2 


population 








= 


E -- 65'- 
TABLE - 17 (Contd.)--- 








1961 1971 .1901 
۱ Hooghly (U 
Migrants ^ 347243 327073 452565 
of which 
a. Infra-state ‘TL 53774? ^ — 48201? 19255 
intra ~district RU 31076 22668 42711 
| UU 22686 ` 22143 36542 
b., Intra-&tate mt 79820? 82555? 130019 
Antor -dietrict RU 7 24493 47238 
MR, sc کی‎ " Wy. 42265 51511 82731 
6; Interstate ` uid TL 119571? 102633? ^ 139890 
PB: Lay ee ار‎ RU 93656 62687 108236 
voc er. mp 25059 19648 31654 
à. outside India : :94003 93678 103403 
'" Pakistan/Bangladesh ^^. "92288 : 92468 100798 
.. Migration as percentage : | 

of population ~~ ':. 89194 43.02 43.08 





. y Includes migrants from unclassifiable origin. 
- Note -: TL = Total, RU : Rural-urban, UU ~ Urban-urban. 


Sources : (1) Census of India 1201, Yol. 16, Part-IIO (ii and 
"LO, (s 
(2) Census of India 1971, Series 22, Part-11-D 
(i and ii). 


(5) Census of India 1901, Series 23, Part-5A and B. 


P d 


:60ے 
TABLE ~ 13‏ 











1961 1971 1981 

| - Steg Galcuvtá- 

Population 612 , _ 636 7112 

Non—migrant WE? 048 776 003‏ ےت 
Migrant EE 446 "^ 413 519‏ ^^ 
Intra-state SU TL 600 f 529 7 TOT‏ 
intor-district | RU 610 478 664‏ 

ade | D UU 571 760 935 

^ ۰ ۶۶ TL 2٥٥ än, 0 ` 

RU 237 ^- i16 253 

l UU 596 - 405 438 

_.. Paki'stan/Bangladesh. eege SASL, 780 049 


— LÀ 


A 


و - 


TABBE — 12 (Contd.)... 














` 1961 - 191 19 
Population ہے‎ unn وو‎ | 8f 
l Non=migrant 0 IF o 791 | 196 
Migrant | 774 795 905 
EH TIL 855 1380 ` 1452 
intra-district , RU 925 1558 1545 
mm 819” 1374 1350 
Intra-stete fb 81i " 1071 .— 1116 
inter-district ' RU 124 . 890 - 919 
a -UU 906 1159 1166 
5 Inter-state on 345 366 432 
RU". 41 340 315 
mae, وو‎ 657 
Pekistenm/Bengledosh 914 .  . 846 899: 
89008080880۲7 ریا‎ 
i 


aoe 


SRA B عو وو‎ (Contd) ^ 





Fa gae. Aen, 9 aa‏ چ 
j Howrah (U) En‏ ۱ 
Population ` 644 102; x. TIT‏ 
Non-migrant ۱ 748 724 O‏ | 
Migrant i 262 640 ` .939‏ 
Intra-state TL 1067 YI O54‏ 
us EEE RU 995 2057 2213‏ 
UU 1234 0000 2455 2586‏ .... مم 
Intra-state 7 TL 334 1025 .. 1358‏ 
intor-distriot «=: RU . 677 862 1082‏ 
UU 1264 1292 1684‏ 
Inter-state  ' TL 276 303 395‏ 
RU 244 279 359‏ © 
UU 503 410 528‏ | 
. 660 تھے 731 Pakisten/Bangladesh  ž‏ 








- 67 - 
TABLE - 18 (Contd.) 
PA EN 


1961 1971 1901 





Hooghly (U) 


Population ۱ ۱ 743 784 033 

. Non-migrant 792 147 760 

Migrant _ 720 034 939 
RE 1 ova 

` Intra-state TL 1236 1444 ^C 1009 

` ntre-district RU 1170 1591 1817 

E UU 1609 1360 1799 

'" Intra-state " PE 969 13525, ,. 1464 

 antor-distzrioct pr ` eng 1132 71275 

UU 2 1541 1537 

Inter-state on ao 7319 — 444. 

RU 323 317 398 

TR UU 666 523 627 

Pokistan/Bangladesh 807 945 064 








5 
EN 


Notes : TL ~ Total, RU ~ Rural-Urban, UU = Urban-urban. 
(1) Total gender ratio is computed including the migrants 
from:"anclassifiable! origin. ۱ 


Source : Same as in Table 15. 





TABIS - 19 
di E 19717 **- و‎ X share 
j (ofr of change 
di ا‎ i oos re d - in popula- 
E 1 tion 
Migrants E 
Inter-state 509953 643563 7.36 
Outside India ے. ٭‎ . 8 929330 11.60 
Intra-state 
Intra-district rural-urban 142352? 321225 ™ 6 
Inter-district rural-urban 951339 164516 ^ 5.05 
Inter-digtriot urban-urban 33756 77564 2.14 
(excluding Calcutta) T Me 
Inter-district urban-urban - = تب‎ 
from Calcutta 177346 355369 9.91 
Total l 1682367 2491627 44.60 


` 6558804 100.00 








- 63 = 





Population 4744123 





9 Does not include migrants from 'unclassifiable' origin. 

1 Suburban Calcutta, here, refers to urban parts of 
24-Parganas, Howrah and Hooghly district. 

Note ~ Inclusion of migrants from ‘unclassifiable! origin 


in the stream of intra-state rural-urban migrants in 
1971 does not change the percentages substantially. 
Source ~ Computed from Census of India data. 








TT‏ وہ ہے 
E Di To Galoutta‏ 


17204 


(2195) 
` 40130 


(958) 


12332 
(993) 
17117 
(622) 


7580 
(1268) 


13 20008 37. s 


(656) .- 


37116 
77155 


16836 


54074. 


24~Parganas 


3 i Urban 0 
Rural . 


~ - Howrah 


Urban 


Rural: > 


d 


- 70 as 
TABLE = 20 (Contd.) 








^ 1961 1971 1981 
"T Dl From Caleutta 
24-Pargenas 1 
Urban f 134037 286827 
rAd ` (140) (وحچهہ)‎ 
Rural 15447 35874 
(1374) (1490) 
Howrah 
Urban 19423 16656 30463 
i (1323) (1674) 
Rural 6151 - 4712 
(1530) (3237) 
Hooghly ١ 
Urban 261898 26655. 320189. 
HN (1515) (1377) 
Rural 10302 11009 
ش‎ (1691) (1683) 
Total j 
Urban ۱ 177346 355369 
- 7 ۱ 
Rural: 31900 51595 


p, Includes.migrants from ‘unclassifiable’ area so far as 
rural-urban is concerne d. ` 
Sources - 1. Census of India 1901, Series 23, Partr5A and B. ' 
2. Census of Indis 1971, Series 22, Dark, 
3. Q t Indis 1961. Yole 16. District Ce 
` Handbooks for the relevant districts. l 


TABLE 23 
Denographi ures of Cs 





tir 


acm 









































Calcutta MU? Calcutta city &rea(1901) 1 
Year Area +8 02 Growth Population Growth Gender y Liter e 
(sq.km. ) e) (V .) Së ratio rate(/, 
1 2 5. 4 98 7 RE 7 9 
1901 43.38 + 2089695 7 = , 933754} = + — 519; ^ come. 
ax " p 7 4 - ۱ ۱ 
"dii "43.38 061501 ° 6.49 1016445 3,06 492 , ۰ BA 


^ 3221921 43.33 . 3235015 2.02 1053334 3,63 409 45.0 
۲ 1931 01.30 ۔‎ 53044 ۱ 30.15 1465352" 10.63°' 4608 ` 43.2 
م‎ 1941 13.35 2070629 |. 8.80 1004۴ 53.49% - naa. ویو‎ 
v ۱ 5 E, oh «daétaos) (06.00) (456) ` | 
4 1951 73.40 221 21.15 2693494, 50.07. 500 |, 53.1 
T 43961 95:60 - 2914412 ^ 15,61 2927209 : 0.40 612 59.5 ^ > 
E d ۱ E E 
sus ATA, 39.79 > 91 T.62 3140046. 57 656 — 60.5 
` “1901 98.79 3200140 | 4,04 ..35305006. 4.96 +. 2 . 69.5 


Ne 


- 72 > 

TABLE - 21 (Contà.) 

nea. Not available i Yt 

& This refers to.the area under Calcutta Municipal Corporation 
at various points of time, For example, in 1931 Garden 
Reach was a part of Calcutta Corporation but in the 
subsequent years it formed a seperate town. ہے‎ 

b Excluding Garden Reach. 

c In 1941 Calcutta city population is supposed to be an 
overestimate. The Spare we consider here is based on the 
houselisting population figure (1730074) for the city im 
1941, The actual census: figure is reported in bracket, 

d Females per 1000 males, 


Sources ~ (E 








Period 


irth rate Death rate Natural growth 





- Wa . area 
1951/52-60/61 | 24.5 ۱ 12.8 1145 
1961/62-10/11 21.4 9.9 ۱ 11.5 


1971/72-00/01 . - OD GP 12,0 





Notes - (1) Grude birth and death ماس‎ e computed dividing 
the numbers of births and deaths وو‎ by the 
estimated population. 
(ii) Using age specific fertility rate the crude birth 
- rate in Calcutta city was estimated to be 25.3 
-T= .. per 1000 people in 1957-58 (see S.B. Mukherjee, 
1962, p. 64) which falle/in line with the present 
estimates, 
Sedes x امام ند‎ SORE of -births and deaths are obtained 
from Calcutta Municipal Corporation, Year Book for 
. 1978-79 end 1987-88. 


ها 7 


A 
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TABLE - 23- 
Zones and constituent wards, Calcutta, City, 1951-01. 
` Zonê a et ہے وو لس‎ 
۱ "D: 1951 1961 1971 L931 
North 


6-14, 17- 7-12, 15- 7-12, 15- 


22, 24, 25, 29, "v". 28, 38- 
23-29, 32 33-39, ..- 39, 41 
41-2 ۱ 
1-5 1-6 1-6 ~ 
23,26,27, 43-46, 42-43, 

2 91-40,42 52-55 | 45-02 
52 l 
50,51,54," 36,37,40, 36,37,40, 
41,43-46,- 47-51,56, 44,40-51, 
5055 62-65 53, 01765 
5355 
15,16,33, “13,14, 13-14, .- 
35-36, 20755; 29435; 
41-49, 57-62, 54-56 ,' 
56-50; 66 57%), 

Ld 53%), 
59-60 
T3715 75-30 


19-54 








18-20, 23, 
29 


25-6 


Inner North 


` Outer North. 
“Central ` ` 
CBD? 


Non-CBD 
Central 


Bast 


STD دس‎ 
` TABIE - 23.(Contd.) 








Zone ` ur j E 0709007 
E S D.——— 1951 7--7^- 1961 | 1971- D 
s c Pc c ME E 
| Inner South ~ 21-24,27 ^ 59-12 67-68, ` 64,65, 
x CH 71-78, ' "68-14, 
e ) : 85-93 81-90 
Outer South po 76-0 69,70, 66,67, 
۳ Moder, Zi C £ 94-100 `: 91-100 
Total No. of mm 
wards 22 ین‎ 80... 0 100 





مد سم 





9 Central business district, 
pp The area-included in 1953. 
Notes - : (1) (ei - partly included; : 
۱ ۱ (2) The Zones have been demardated using ward maps 
e of Caléutta city such that area of each zone 
- remains comparable over time. 
(3): Wards of 1931 vere in fact SE wards of 
1984, for which 1981 census data spe reported. 


: 0607 - Based ` on maps available in FE بر ہہ سو‎ 





- 16 - 
TABLE - 24 xd 
- Area of zones within Calcutta City 


۱ (Sq.. Km.) 
P3 ix e اک‎ 4 EE SE 

Zone ` 1951 1961 7 1971 and 1981. 
North 18,28 -a 16,21 15.90. -~ 
Inner North 1.64, 7.61 T.46 (>) 
outer North 8.58 ^. 8.60 ۱ و‎ 44! 
Central > > ° 15.54.(9.53) 13.37(9956$11.03 (0.07) 
CBD 2.2 4.40 (3.67) — 4,40)3.67( 4.05 (3.32) 08+) 
Non-CBD 8.94 (5.06). /0.97(5.89) 7.78 (4.10) (-) 
East 17.10 Zon 16.30 (=) 15.89 (£) 
Web s رے‎ a Rosso u^ ES 320,64 
کک‎ a کر‎ 34,63 ` 26.46 356.95 — 
Inner South ` 17.54 17.66 (+) 17.55 (-) 
Outer South : 17.09 18.80 (+) 19.60 (-) 

4 


Calcutta (M.c.) 95,272 95,624 92.19 


TM M M— 

(+) According to map increase in area compared to previous 
census year, ' m 

(-) According to map decreasé in area conpared to provious 
census, year. . 


(^A 3 


n aes 
— ———— —— ہے‎ aor 
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7 تہ رڈ 
TABLE - 24 (Contd.)‏ 
This figure 7 ‘reached taking area of ward 4 in 1971‏ .1 
T77 sq. Kme, instead of 7,67 Sq. km, as reported‏ .0 88 | 
in Geneus 1971 (Census of India 1971, Series 22, Part 24)‏ ` 
which seems to be a gross mistake. The estimate 0.77 sq.‏ 
km. ae obtained by comparing maps of Calcutta publishe ¢‏ 
of 01 in Census 1961‏ ت‫ ے in Dis’ trict Consus‏ 
and Census 1971,‏ 
ae Area Sch Deier municipality” ES Ee in‏ 
Consus d? India, 1951. ۱‏ 
A‏ ا Including the area of Tollygungé‏ 3 


۱ 
1 


4 Calcutta Municipal Corporation área. was 95.60 sq. km, 
in 1961 and 98,80 sq. km. in 1971} . 
Note - Mouros in brackets show area exóluding the portion 
7 Maiden. - 
وو و نت‎ - Based on data And Maps gigen in ولص ريه رمد‎ 
۱ 1951, "1961, 1971 and 1901, 


1981 
905698 


^ (106) ` 
637561 


(94) 


- 266147 


(153) 


- 490004 


(01) 


“127092 
(62) 


562912 
(102) 


^ 


` 553319 


(150) 
250058 


| (154) 
` 1005861 


(147) 


i971 `` 
` 909528 


(107) 


. 688231 | 
(101) 


221297 
(127) 


564960 


(101) 


-213828 7 


(104) 
351140 
(99) 


` 543863 


(128)- 
199210 
(122) 
918817 


OL) 


1961 


876367 - 


(103) 
664789 
(98) 
211578 
(121) 


586487 


(105) 
197659 
(96) 
388828 


(109) ` 
- 461009 - 


(108) 
186944 
(115) 


803605 ` 


(117) . 


- 1951 


853214- —- 
(100) 
618835 
(100) 
174381 
(100) 
561045 
(100). 
205255 
(100) 
355792 
(100) 
425456 
(100) 
162685 
(100) 
685819 ~ 
(100) 


١ Inner north 
* . Quter. north 
Central 
OBD 
Non-0BD 
East 
West ` 


South | ., 


_ س e‏ دای یحو میت ایو ری ای c EE‏ سم 





- 79 e ۱ 
TABLE.- 25 (Contàd,) 


WÉI 
سم‎ 

NES 
y 


E v 1951 -7 (96 1971 1981 


Inner South. 518521 777 534647 574574 654186 
(100) (Go: (111) (126) 

۱ Outer South 167298? . 260950 344243 351615 
(100) (160) (206) (210) 

Calcutta (MC) 2688219" 2914412 3136391 2280148 
(100) (108) (117) (122) 


سم 





a Includes Tollygunge municipality which became a part of 
Calcutta Corporation after 1955. 
- Note e (1) Figures in brackets are indices of population 
with 1951 as base year. 
(2) Figures of CBD, non-CBD, and East in 1981 are 
approximate, 


Source ~ Compiled from ward-wise Census data. 





(Persons per sq. km.) 





Zones E 1951 ` 1961 1971 1981. 
` North 52602 54063 - 57203 56836 
Inner North 88852 87357 92256 85464 : 
Outer North 20524 — 24602 26220 31533 
Central “42057 43066 48857 41420 
p (52871) (61348) -(70008) (60719) ` 
CBD (|... 46648 44922 52797 51501 
l _ (55927) - (53858) (63450) (30281) 
-Non-0BD ~~ " 39798 45540 45134 46641 — .. 
(60715) (66015) (74710) (77215) , 
Bast .- 9 28283 * 34227 34822 
West ' 12232 14077 17114 21483 
South 19804 __ 22041 24880 27237 
Inner South 29562  . 302714 ~ 33155 37749 
Outer South . 9789 14306 (17563 117945 


Calcutta (MC) 28217 30479 31745 32281 
نے‎ (34021) (35667) 





Notes - (i) Figures in bracket shows density computed excluding 
the Maidan portion. 

(ii) Figures for CBD, Non-CBD, and Bast in 1981 are 
approximate because area estimates are approximate 
ones. 

(iii) Density figures for Calcutta (MC) in 1971 and 1981, 
are computed on the basis of Census reported 
area, i.e., 98.8 sq. km. 

Source - Based on Table 22 and 25. 


TABLE - 7 
área and population in the registered bustees in Calcutta City, 1950-1971. 











I5‏ 1 ا 
zv vs‏ 


gone 1950-9 1964-5 1971 1960-9 1964-5 197i 
Inner North. n 0.72 | 0.62 0.57 1202 1280 1449 
Outer North ' "^ GE 1430. 1. cB دك‎ 861 030 . 820 
CBD-Central - 0.04 0.06 0.03 | 7 4 160 82 
Non-CBD Central ۱ 0.35 0.30 0.28 ۱ 515 zeg |. 104 
' Bast 2.00 3.09 2.90 ` £554 1908 | 2632 
West | 0+52., ' 0.48 0.50. 7 601 | $59 
| Inner, South 0.901 0.72 0.70. 1016 < 853 4 
Total = ` ` GRASP OD (6.13) (6689) "(po , (7500) 


t 1 
۰ 











Sources - 1958-59 date from a (West Bengal, Bure au 





‘data, Calcutta. Cor 
. Corporation Yearbook 1970-71. 


2 ۲ | 


4 


of Applied Economics and Statistics, Calcutta, 1960), Vol. 16; for 1964-65 
64-65; for 1971 data, Calcutta. 





x 


ہے 
C‏ 











Zone ۱ 1951 ` 1961 1971 1981 
North ` 617 644 652 . 718 
Inner North 610 ` 626 624 ` 692 
Outer North 649 ¿“702 : 744 782 
Central ۱ 42 . 439 451 . 527 
` CBD 282 312 ~ 32 . 44 
Non-CBD SEP 516 513 507 "563 
East 689 706 ` 122 789 
West ۲ 443 453~" 1 587 
South an" 664 725 156 ` 811 
Inner South’ ` 670 683 707 Ts 
Outer South 646 015 046 892 


Calcutta (MC) 562 614 638 ^ 714 





o Females per 1000 males, 
Note -Gozcor ratios are calculated from zonewise male and 
female totals. 
Source ~ Computed from Census data. 








Zone © -1961 1971 1901 


` North ۲ 
Inner North - 5,26 “5,31 5.01 
Outer North 4.09 5.20 2.17 بر‎ 
Central DE 
CBD ` 5.28 3.98 ی‎ 
Non-CBD 5.55 4.50. 4 65 
Bast i l OS 5 2 
West ` ٠ e 3, 86 47 
south 
Inner South ` 5,17 54 5.56 
Outer South ` ` 5,02 5.08 5,44 


Calcutta (MC) 5.08 4.97 5.46 





Note - Average household size is obtained dividing population 
| by number of houscholds,Institutional households like 

boarding houses, hostels ‘are included; but the 
population of the institutional households is small 
relating to total population in each zone, and 
therefore their inclusion does not affect the household 
size significantly. 

Source - Compiled from data from Census of India 1961, 1971 

and 1981, 





- 


TABLE - 30. 

١ (Percentage) ' 
Zone | | 1961 i971 1981 
North * a 60.5 60.0 ' 68,7 
Inner North 61.5 `` 60.0 69,5 
Outer North: ہے‎ 57.2 60.0 66,8 
Central en 62.1 61.5 | 1 
|. CBD MES 61.0. 56.5 `- 9 
٠ Non-0BD : | 62.3 64.6 67.5 
Bast زر‎ MEE 51.0 54.0 65,5 
"West E 42.5 ۔‎ 56.2 61.5 
۵ Su. یت“‎ 64.4 0 64.5 74.5 
` Inner South 64,6 63.5 74.1 
Outer South 64,2 65.7. 18.6 
Calcutta (MC) ۳ 59.5 . 2 69.5 


PEN 


Source ~ Computed from Census data. 





Pd 
E 
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۱ TABIB - 31 
Distribution of wards of Calcutta (1971) by density. and distance, from CBR 


























Distance Density in 1971 ('000 per sq. km.) 
from CBD 
(km.) Above 2000 200-100 100715 15-0 
(1) (2) (3) (4) ہت‎ (5) 52000 
0-3 A 53 
l.- 2 23,43 22,25,41,42,46, 06 44,52,51 
; 55,40,47,48 1 E 
2-3 24 — - 17,18,20,21,26, 19,23,37,46,63 29,39,64,65,57,66,79 
27, 38,62 Se 
574 3 l , " . 10,350,351, 76 1,9,9,11,12,15,16, 
E | 50,00,01 
er 5 = - 82,87 75,90,91 
5-6 ~ © = ۱ 38 - 
6 and above - ۱ WK - x = 


No. of wards (3) . (18) (14) (24) 





مسر مہ میس 











games 


No. of 
wards 





(2) 
(17) 
(22) 
(22) 
(17) 
(12) 
(8) 
(100) 





سے مہ سج مرا تس معام سب لمعه مجه تہ 


8( 
ات 





TABLE - 31 (Contd.) 

















— 


Distance Density in 1971 ('000 per sq. km.) 

Rn) 50 = 25 Below 25 | 

Quac نت‎ E AAA A E AAA 
0-3 - 45 

3-2 54 

2 E 56 - 

61,72 7 ,2 و5914 574 

90 ,12,322 ,9,6 4و1 و۵0 و05 و 60 و54 4-5 
TE: 1,3,4, 36 ,85,89,92 69,70,93,34?‏ 

6 and above 2 94,95,96,99,97,98,100 

No. of wards (20) (21) ۱ 





ا تسم جح 





مسي جيم مس — 





p The area of Ward 84 lies within a 7 ku. radius but beyond & 5 kn, radius. 


tre distance renge for the wards have 


| 


Note - Taking the mid~point of Werd 45 as cen 


been computed. 
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